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Natural Mineral Waters,” “ Johannis”’—the of the Report—being selected from 
seoapel the Natural Binoral Waters of the world as worthy of this distinction. 


PROMOTES APPETITE. ASSISTS DIGESTION, PROLONGS LIFE 


* JOHANNIS.” Proszcvrions uNDER THE Brrrine 
THE KING OF NATURAL TABLE WATERS. How ro Avor Esrars Dury 
CHARGED ENTIRELY WITH ITS OWN NATURAL GAS. 


To be obtained from all Chemists, Wine Merchants, and Stores at the following | Law Soormrizs 
prices per Dozen delivered :— 
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DEATH DUTIES. 


| THE LIVERPOOL AND LONDON AND GLOBE 
_ INSURANCE COMPANY. 

< This Company is prepared not only to issue new Life Policies covenanting to pay 
| the DEATH DUTIES direct to the Government Authorities BEFORE GRANT OF 
» , PROBATE, but also to secure the same advantage when desired TO UNENCUM- 
| | BERED EXISTING POLICIES. 


$1, DALE STREET 
HEAD OFFICES | 7’ CORNHILL, LONDON. 
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IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. Tue Lorp Cuancettor has added Mr. Cozzens-Harpy, Q.C., 
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To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
L088 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. . 
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24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


~LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE]. THE onpr transferring seventy actions to Mr. Justice Romer 

for the purpose only of trial or hearing was signed on the 26th 

4 SOCIETY. of November, and it will be‘found in another column, together 

- also with a list of the same actions placed in the order in which 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. they appear in the cause book. 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, 
Next wEEK Mr. Justicé Nort will continue the hearing of 
iletiaes witness actions, and his motions and petitions will be 
FREE, \ eee: by Be eee See ae 6 Pati ar 
SIMPLE, . Justice Srreiine will begin his hearing witness 
ll setious avecp taj, with the Ceneplion et Mn, tha 100s lente 
and his motions and petiti will during 
period be heard by Mr. J KExEwIcn. 
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By rue arp of Lord Hatssvry, all, or all, the Chancery 
faal appeals bare been diapossdl of; acd al from the 
Queen’s Bench Division are being heard in branches of 
the Court of Appeal. eS See: the few 
Chancery final which will after a time i - 
; ing, together with any which may be set down between this 
wile ie a time and the end of the sitti willbe deposed = 
TOTAL ASSETS, £2,831,000. INCOME, £319,000. | Wodneedey the gth inet, ve 


The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION, ; 


perenne pe Lorp Herscueny’s “ Christmas 
Counsel (except the Bombay 
debarred by ical considerations 


The Right Hon. Lord HALSBURY. the ceremony) duly accomplished the accustomed 
The Hon. Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. courts last week, under i 


The Right Hon. Sir JAMES PARKER DEANE, Q.0., D.O.L. 
FREDERICK JOHN BLAKE, Esq. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Esq. 
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if the Lord Chancellor continues his appointments on the same 
lines. It is obviously desirable that the judges should be 
afforded the privilege of seeing once, at all events, the gentle- 
men whom ELL has selected as Her Majesty’s 
Counsel, and that the ushers should know by sight the persons 
who are entitled to occupy the front seats in court. 





WE pustisn this week two valuable letters discussing Mr. 
. > Wotsrznnotme’s proposals for reform in land transfer from 
‘ the points of view of the town and country practitioner. Such 
communications are of the greatest use, for no scheme placed 
before the Legislature can be regarded as satisfactory unless it 
has previously undergone the ordeal of criticism by the pro- 
fession. The Council of the Incorporated Law Society will do 
well to bear this in mind. The chief difficulty which has 
hitherto occurred to our correspondents is the distringas regis- 
try; and as to this it cannot be denied that there is great 
weight in what has been urged. Oan no scheme be devised 
for the addition to restriction on disposition by proviso in the 
conveyance of a restriction on disposition from time to time by 
¢ on such conveyance ? 





. _ Tux provisions of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Proce- 

® dure) Act, 1894, have a parently not been studied by the 

fession with that care which so great and immediate a reform 

: J emands. By section 1 of the new Act no appeal will lie from 

< (with _certain_exceptions) any interlocutory order or judgment 

without the leave of the judgé or of the Uourt of Appeal. The 

Act was passed on the Srd of July last, and came into force two 

- months afterwards, so that, perhaps, there is some excuse for 

the profession not having realized that its provisions are now in 

force. On Saturday last Appeal Court No. 2 had in its list 

Queen’s Bench interlocutory appeals, most of them being 

appeals either from the Vacation Judge or the judge at cham- 

. In several instances the cases were unceremoniously 

struck out of the list without having been opened, on the 

und that no leave to appeal had been given, and apparently 
counsel and solicitors were taken by surprise. 
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Tue Practice of introducing into Parliament as private Bills 
measures which, if passed, will be of great public importance 
seems to be on the increase: it isa practice which cannot be too 
greatly deprecated. Perhaps the most glaring instance of this 
unfortunate method of procedure which has recently occurred is 
that of the Londop Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c, cexiii.). 
This Act practically supersedés thé Whole of the existing law 

ting the formation and widening of streets, the construc- 
tion of buildings, and kindred matters, so far as the metropolis is 
concerned. It re en bloc no less than seven public | 
Acts—viz., the Metropolitan and one a 
(the London Sky Signs Act, 1891), and it excises parts of some 
of the Metropolis Man ement Acts and of the London County 
Council (General Powers) Acts of 1890 and 1893. It is 
apparent, therefore, that this Act is one of considerable 
importance. That both consolidation and reform were urgently 
needed with reference to the Metropolitan Building Acts few 
who have had experience of their practical working will be 
i to deny. But that this alteration in the law should 
have been carried out otherwise than by a public general Act, 
easy of access and published in all editions of the statutes of the 
year, is most unfortunate both for the public and for legal 
itioners, The Bill was, we understand, promoted by the 
on County Council, and took the place of a draft Bill 
which was prepared, but never introduced, during the late 
Administration. We often hear complaints that Parliament 
has not time for the proper discussion of the business which 
comes before it. If the introduction of important measures as 


private Bills is a means of relieving the pressure 4 
biainod at tha apt 



















; time, we trust that the relief is not o 
of ‘an uate discussion. The Act is a long one—as the 
subject gequires—and we cannot at present pronounce any 
opinion the changes which it introduces. It was not to be 
expected that it should appear in the Law Reports edition of the 








statutes, which is strictly confined to public general Acts ; it‘is, 
however, included in the volume of “ Annual Statutes” edited 
by Messrs. Lety and Crarzs. 
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In January ast, shortly after the Rules of November, 1893, 
came into operation, we called attention to a danger attending 
order 18 (Trial without Pleadings). On that occasion (38 











Soricrrors’ Journat, p. 151) we explained somewhat fully our/ ~ nh 
isi orgeé for 7 


reasons for regarding the provisions of the 






und ord. a 4 Specie ndorsement 
Summary Judgment), and we warned our readers against the 
inconveniences which would be caused by adding to special ~ 
indorsements under ord. 3, r. 6, the note prescribed by order ~ 
18a—viz.: “If the defendant appears, the plaintiff intends to 
proceed to trial without pleadings.” What we feared has toa 
considerable extent come to pass. Practitioners, having nothing 
to guide them as to the scope and intention of order 184, have 
not unnaturally jumped to the conclusion that that order is 
connected with the new provisions of order 14 published simul- 
taneously with it. Order 18 provides for trial without plead- 
ings. he-pew arder 14 gives power to the master to order trial 
without pleadings. The two provisions have naturally become 
connected with one another in the mind of the profession, with 
somewhat unfortunate results. We will endeavour to make it 
clear that o 84 (Trial without Pleadings) ought not in any 
er 14, : s indorsement (Ord. 0, fr. 0) 18 & two-edged ‘ 
weapon. Primarily it is the only means by which order 14 can 


be reached. Secondly, it enables a plaintiff to enter judgment ~ 
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in default of defence, in spite of a demand by the defen 

for a statement of claim (ord. 20, r.1(@)). Thus a plaintiff 

may fail under order 14, and the defendant may obtain leave to ~ 

defend without having any real defence to the action. This, | 
mmonly happens, and when it does happen the plaintiff eah 










ndefault of defence. ‘ 
however, ; special indorsement the” | 
notice prescribed by order 184, he cannot in such a case take 
judgment in default of defence. Having stated that he intends 
to go to trial without pleadings, he has relieved the defendant 
of any liability to deliver _a pleading, and therefore of 
@ possi of being in de pleading. Oan the 
plaintiff then proceed to trial without pleadings under 
order 18a? Not at all.2 There are t ways open to a 
plaintiff to go to trial without “loadin nt he can 
ain ¢ i proper case when leave to 
defend i 4 | x a, . Ole second! » ue , 
m the first under order 18a, in which case he ~ 
must deliver notice o: without p. gs within ten days ~ 
after appearance.: If leave to defend has been given under j 
order 14, that time has probably f not, it is 
very doubtful whether such a notice would be valid in face of the 
order for unconditional leave to defend, when the master who 
made it had er to order trial without pleadings and did not 
do so. Thirdly, he can take out a summons for directions under 
y J: der ave to end. It will be = 
seen from possible contingencies that the order for «— 
leave to defend serves to save the defendant from summary ~~ 
trial without pleadings, notwithstanding the notice to that effect 
indorsed on the writ, which notice at the same time absolutely 
bars the plaintiff from judgment in default of defence. The 7% 

only course open to the plaintiff is to strike out the notice by, 9) 
i case he m ver amende ty 


‘'S SES.8 As Bo > 


% 


vin 
8 
Too} 


wag to ee 











en, 
—— 
<j 


ares 

















ie. ; oy 


SEERPE ES He 
















































ES Ses reese 









mordl o1 all this is tha purpose 

adding to a special indorsement a notice of intention to proceed 
to trial without pleadings under order 184, while considerable 
risk of delay a expense is run by doing so. ; 

























We may be asked by readers of the above remarks, What, 5G 
then, was the intention of order 184? Our answer to that 402) 
question must necessarily be somewhat vague. As we under- — , the « 
stand that order, its purpose was to provide for actions —% { prop 
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is, y,/i daiming relief which lay outside the of order 14, and 
ed 2 yet were 86 simplé in their nature that gs were unneéces- 
sary. eh bode g the Rule Commi ities ad in their iinds 

, commercial claims of a mixed character, and desired to provide 

| a system of rapid summary trial to supplement the existing 

98, | Srsem of summary judgment without trial under order 14, 
ng | which they at the same time strengthened in the same direction. 
(38 A simple instance would be furnished by an action of debt and 
ur ( detintié combined, arising out of trade transactions. Instead 
for / of bringing o@ action for the debt by special indorsement and 
ure another for detinue with the prospect of pleadings and trial, a 


nd ape can now, under order 18a, set the whole claim out 

















the y on one writ, with notice of intention to go to trial without 
tial pleadings, and have both branches of the claim dealt with by 
der summary trial within a month or six weeks. That the new 
to order was not intended to be in any way mixed up with order 14 
on tn seems to us evident on the face of it, because, in addition to 
ing the consequent confusion of mixing the two together which we 
ave have described, the time fixtures in the two orders do not in any 
. is way fit in with one another. Moreover, order 18a vides for 
1ul- an application by a defendant for a statement of claim, while 
ad- the whole procedure under order 14 is based upon the pre- 
rial liminary assumption that the indorsement on the writ is a 
me sufficient statement of claim (compare ord. 3, r. 6; ord. 20, r. 
rith i (a); and ord} 14, r. 1). 

e it Pee aah? L Sikes Slee aaee 

an 

ang A wirupréwat of a winding-up petition is frequently asked 
ge for merely on the ground that the creditor who presents the 
can tition has been paid his debt and costs; but it by no means 
1ent llows that the withdrawal will be permitted Dy 

int | espssinlp Cam 

ntiff urse i be the mm < 

a to making the court a party to a fraud u e other creditors by 
This, | giving the petitioning creditor a fraudulent preference by pay- 
aits ment of his debt in full, when, if the winding-up order were made, 
“Tt, he would merely receive a dividend with the others. Another 
the point of view is that the Winding-up Court is being made a 
take medium for putting on the screw, so that the petition mes & 
ends mere abuse of the process of the court. As Mr. Justice 


ist who is interested in the burial of the com 


i { 4 Vavenan Wiiiams has pointed out, it is not less suspicious 
| y’s past.” This 












nder < fact, indeed, rather points to the insolvency of the company. In 
to a . such a case the court will therefa e, direct that the petition stand 
re to 
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iquidation of the assets of the company and for the fair dis- 
iti tribution of those assets amongst all the creditors, and if he has 
f the information from which insolvency may be inferred, he ought 
who not to suffer himself to be squared by the payment of his debt ; 
i not or if he ask to withdraw his petition, he should not withhold 
under such information from the court. These ethical principles may 
onent sound strangely in the ears of most work-a-day creditors, but 
ll be one of the main obstacles in the way of securing a fair distribu- 
r for : tion of assets in cases of insolvency has come, we think, from 
mary the natural anxiety of a creditor to be paid his debt without 
effect consideration for the debts of other creditors. On the whole, 
utely y_, there seems to be a growing practice to refuse the withdrawal 
The of a petition until the other creditors have had an yy d 
0 by. of deciding whether they will take it up or no; and this seems 
Taim, (Mir, for it is possible that other creditors have taken no steps 
The _ relying on the petition being carried through and the winding-up 
d by | er made. 
rable ; SEVERAL RECENT decisions have established that where a 
“Bz uty is impose the mere omission to pe 
n0n. in the earlier 
What, us66 @ different view was taken. In Couch v. Steel (3 E. & B. 
| that 402) the plaintiff, a seaman, had been injured in uence of 
inder- the omission of the owner of the ship to heen va boanl a 
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ctions | proper supply of medicine as required by statute. 
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because the debt has been paid by an outsider, “a philanthrop- | from 
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was provided for breach of the duty, 
did not prevent the plaintiff from recovering in 
of the particular 


were & public 
ways. Any n 
@ misdemeanour 
indicted. ae ae 
for inj ca 

other teed, in Gibson v. 
it was decided thafsuch an 
board constituted under the Public 
last two cases the 

age were different, and u 
did not profess to be in conflict with 2 
ree a but in Cowley v. Newmarket 
A. ©. J 


duty to i 
odes 2. ae oF Pret 
v. Ryde Com- 

Board (1892, 
fOved OF the forme 
igtead_of assuming, as appears to hay 

all v. asd MOTION, Tr 
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habit) 


decided on the Public E if 


e Privy © in 


v. Ge _R. 114; 1893, A. ©. 524), Tit pee 
was said, to establish against a public body liability fornon- + 

‘ormance of a statutory duty, it must be shewn that the 
Pogilatare has usd icati intention that the 
liability shall be im " 


a an 
3 psa ir Hea Lag er 
the Court of A 42 W. 161; 18 , is a 
; ppew In view po Sap 


further decision to the same effect. 


authorities, it is not surprising that in v. Board 
of Works (43 W. R. 62) @ DivisionafGoure Coan nh 






Cuarzs, JJ.) held that whe 
Ac 













ORDINARILY THE distinction ory contract yo tort is of 
rtance only in to the arrangement 

it does not affect the rights of litigants. But there is an excep- 

tion when it becomes 


see ee 

116 of the County Courts 1888, th seopoct to the cate ar | 
ons brought in which could have been 

brought in a county court. an action founded on contract 


the plaintiff gets no costs if he recovers less £20, and if 
he recovers a sum of £20 or upwards, but 50, 
only gets costs on the county court scale. In an action founded 
on tort, on the other hand, the limits are £10 and 


£20. Hence the costs to which a pot sage is entitled 
may be very different, as his is founded on 
contract or on tort. In most cases there is no i 


within which category an action falls. 
occupy @ wide and fairly area 

Where there is a contract, and the action is brought directly for 
a breach of the contract, it ie clearly an action founded 
watt vd sctonhsl ast ce CaMnE MLE a a 
an alle 


wrongful act or omission, it is equally clear that it 
i when a wrong is dor 
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the plaintiff complained took place in the course of the perform- 
ance of a contract, but in the former case the action was held to 
he founded on tort, in tie lather on contradt-—‘The test Béenis to 
be ér the injury is directly or only remotely connected with 


the performance of the contract. In the recent case of Zaylg v. 
(ante, p. 42), 


Manchester, ma and Lincolnshire Railway Co. 
the plaintiff, while travelling on the defendants’ railway, was 
injured by the act of a porter who negligently shut the door of 


the carriage and crushed his thumb. The Court of Appeal 
declined to treat this as a mere breach of a contract to carry 


safely, but held that it w indep ng. Consequently 
the action was foun on tort, and the plaintiff, who had 


recovered £20, was entitled to his full costs. 








A coop pe of the practical operation of the Finance Act, 
1894, may be gained from the statement, with which we have 
been furnished by a correspondent, that estate duty to the 
amount of £66,542 1s. 6d. has been paid in respect of the estate 
of Mr. Cuantes E. Less, late of Werneth Park, Oldham, whose 
will and two codicils thereto were proved in the Manchester 
District Registry on the 27th of October last by Mrs. Saran 
Anne Lezs, the widow, and Mr. Enwarp Trusrram, of Oldham, 
solicitor, two of the executors; Mr. James Warts, the other 
executor, having renounced. The personal estate was sworn at 
£852,685 48. 5d. This is probably the heaviest estate duty paid 
since the Finance Act. 


¥ Bourn PROSECUTIONS UNDER THE BETTING ACT, 1853. 


‘‘ Wate the law does not sanction betting, it nowhere declares 
it to be criminal; all it does is to condemn betting as carried 
on under certain specified conditions.” We quote from the 
judgment of the Lord Chief Justice presiding over the Court 
for the Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved in the case of 
Reg. v. Brown (reported ante, p. 64), a case which has received 
a larger amount of public attention than the importance of the 
case itself seems to demand. This is owing to the prominence 
recently given in the press and otherwise to questions as to 
gambling and wagering, and the law affecting these practices. 
The impartial enforcement of the laws which prohibit the 
practice cf betting when carried on under certain conditions is in 
itself desirable—few would wish to see those laws repealed, and 
none would wish to see offenders of one class of society 
punished while offenders in an equal degree of another class 
were not interfered with. But assuming these postulates to be 
granted, there still remains the more difficult question—who is 
an offender ? 

The Act of 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 119), upon which the 
majority of betting prosecutions are founded, contains no whole- 
sule prohibition of betting. The object of the statute clearly 


appears from the preamble (now repeal the Statute Law 
vision Act which recites that ‘“‘a kind of gaming has 
o sprung up tending to the injury and demoralization of 


improvident persons by the opening of places called betting 
houses or offic2s, and the receiving of money in advance by the 
owners or occupiers of such houses or offices, or by other persons 











acting on their behalf, on their promises to pay money on 
events of horse races and the like contingencies.” There is no 


doubt that at the time when the Act was passed there existed 
in most of the larger towns in England offices where a regular 
busivess of ‘‘ready-money betting” was carried on. It was 
against this practice that the statute was aimed. (See the 
judgment of, Hawkins, J., in Rey v. Cook (13 Q. B. D, 377).) 
he statute prohibits the use of a “ house, office, room, or other 
place ”’ for the purpose of the owner, occupier, keeper, Or other 
person responsible for the management, “‘ or in any manner con- 
ducting the business thereof, . . . betting with persons resorting 
thereto.” It also forbids the use of any such premises “for the 
purpose of any money or valuable thing being received ” by the 
owner, occupier, or other person as the consideration for a 
ise to pay or give any money or valuable thing on any 
event or contingency relating to a horse race or other race, 
ht, game, sport, or exercise, A house or place used for any 
these purposes is declared to be a common nuisance and 








contrary to law; and still further shame is cast upon the scene 
of the offence by section 2 of the Act, which declares that it 
shall be deemed to be a common gaming house within 8 & 9 
Vict. c. 109. The penalties applicable to the offences defined by 
the ist section are stated in section 3, which, moreover, 
includes within its purview an owner who permits betting to be 
carried on upon his premises contrary to the provisions of section 
1. Such is the short effect of the enactment which has given rise 
to so much discussion in the past few months. 

On the Ist section it is clear that two distinct offences are 





created—(1) keeping a ‘‘ place” (to use the wides ) for 
the purpose of betting with persons resorting thereto ; (2) 
keeping a place for the purpose of receiving ready-money bets. 


It is also clear that the former of these two offences includes 
more than the ready-mioney betting referred 
If authority be necessary to make good these two poiiits, Mey 
appear to be fully established by the decision of Lord 
Coterinez, C.J., and Coxzins, J., in Bond v. Plumb (1894, 1 
Q. B. 169). It may, however, be noticed that, alt ough two 


offences are dealt with by the section, it seems doubtful whether 


a separate penalty can be imposed for each offence when com- 
ttn OY te RIG_Pereon_upon the same day. Hawkins, J., 
in Tq. v. Brown expressed a strong opinion (which was ma 


however, necessary for the decision of the case) that it is 

improper to impose two separate penalties. Wnicur, J., apd 
agreed with this view, and the remainder of the court gave no 

opinion upon the question. So far it is clear that the Act hits, 

not only petting where a depose is received in advance, but~ 
betting of any kind when carried on at a ‘‘ house, office, room, 

or other place” within the meaning of the Act. It is on the 

last of these words that the battle has usually been fought 

when a prosecution under the Act has come before a court of 

law. 

Before noticing the more important decisions upon this point, 
the subject-matter of the decision in Reg. v. Brown may be 
noticed. The charges were framed in that case under both 
parts of section 1; the charge as to receiving deposits of 
money for bets was clearly made out, and no question was 
raised as to the propriety of the conviction upon this count. 
But, in directing the jury upon the first count, the recorder, 
before whom the defendant was tried, stated that it was sufficient 
evidence that persons had “‘ resorted’ to the house in question 
if it was proved that letters and telegrams making bets were 
sent to the house. This was so clearly a distortion of the 
natural meaning of the word “resort” that the court unani- 
mously held the direction of the recorder to be wrong, the result 
being that there was an acquittal upon the count of the indict- 
ment upon which the misdirection had taken place. Had the 
jury not been invited to disregard the other evidence of “‘ resort- 
ing,” there might have been a valid conviction upon this count 
also. The case does not, therefore, appear to be of very serious 
importance so far as the construction of section 1 of the Act is 
concerned ; ard the more serious point raised upon the appeal, 
as to the manner of preferring a charge of this kind, was 
found not to be open to the defendant. 


0 in the preamopdie. 













































rf 
= 


v 
As to the meaning of the word “ place ” in section 1 of the ack 


many cases have been decided. Reg. v. Preedy (17 Cox O. 0 
seems to establish the proposition that if is not necessary 
the place where the bets are in fact ma : 
exclusively or ordinarily as a ees oilige + 
House may be a place within the Act. fh. cesium? ~ K# 
In Shaw v. Morley (L. R. 3 Ex. 137) a temporary wooden 4 
structire erected near a racecourse, occupied during the races 
by a bookmaker and furnished with desks for the purpose of 
the business of betting, was held to be an “office” and a” 
‘“‘place”’ within the Act, and the bookmaker was convicted. 
In Bows v. Fenwick (L. R. 9 O. P. 339) the court seems to 
have gone further than in the last-mentioned case: they there 
held that a bookmaker who plied his trade standing upon & 


stool_and under the shade of a wide-spres it. umprella was 
using a ‘fixed and ascertained place” for the prohibited pur- 
pose. In Gallaway v. Maries (8 Q. B. D. 275) a similar person 
was held to have been rightly convicted in a case where the 
“ place” was a movable box within the railed enclosure of the 
-_ stand—apparently the betting ring. Similar cases are 

twood v. Miller (L. R. 9 Q. B. 440) and Haigh v. Town Council 
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* te of Sheffield (L. R. 10 Q. B. 102), in the former of which the 
9 whole of an enclosed space in which pigeon-shooting and foot races 
ib were carried on was held to be a place within the Act. In 
athe. a case (Reg. v. Frail) relating to the Northampton racecourse, 
“ which came before the borough bench last June, a conviction 
tun was obtained against a person for carrying on the business of 
ee betting within the ring: there was, we believe, no appeal from 
this decision. In the same case the magistrates refused to 
convict the owners of the racecourse, the und that 
a knowledge that illegal betting was being carried on on their 
) for remises was not brought home to them, and the High Court, 
@) peters whom this part of the decision came for review, declined 
st rf to interfere with the findings of the magistrate. 
le. As the Home Secretary has said upon a recent occasion, there 
they is no judicial authority as to the precise “place” known as a 
ee betting ring; but it is strange if that place is not sufficiently 
4. 1 “fixed and ascertained” to satisfy the canon laid down by the 
fobs present Master of the Rolls in Bows v. Fenwick, and acted on 
~~ in some of the later cases to which we have referred. It seems 
‘owed improbable that the matter will long be allowed to remain 
— doubtful; and whatever be the result, it would be satisfactory 
anh that a decision of authority should be obtained as to whether 
* is a proceeding which is permitted to go on openly upon innumer- 
dis- able racecourses throughout the country is or is not a breach of 
the law. 
e no 
hits, See 
oom, HOW TO AVOID ESTATE DUTY. 
. the Il. 
ught Avoiding duty by diminishing amount to be aggregated.—Where 
rt of property is settled, there are two methods by which the 
: amount of the property on which duty will be payable on 
oint, the death of the tenant for life, and therefore the duty itself, 
4 be and possibly the rate of duty, may be lessened. Either the 
: oth settled property or the property of the tenant for life may be 
3 of diminished during his life, and in either case the amount that 
was has to be aggregated for the purpose of ining the duty 
rant. payable at his death will be diminished. In discussing the 
rder, questions that arise in carrying a scheme of this nature into 
cient effect it is of importance to remember that “ property passing 
stion on any death shall not be aggregated more than once, nor shall 
ve estate duty in respect thereof be more than once levied on the 
the same death”: Finance Act, 1894, s. 7 (10). It follows that 
meme # where there is an interest not belonging to a person which will 
cout “pass at his death” within the meaning of the Act in property 
— belonging to him, and he purchases that interest in his life- 
d the time, then, although the property may still pass at his death, 
sort yet as by the purchase his personal estate will have been 
count _ diminished, the amount to be aggregated, and therefore the 
ween amount, and possibly the rate, of duty will be diminished. 
Act L Also where a man has incurred a debt, or created an incum- 
pes, brance in property which will pass at his death, otherwise than 
was ‘bond fide for full consideration in money or money’s worth 


fk v4 wholly for his own use and benefit, and taking effect out of his 
e a j interest ” ineace Act, s. 7 (1) (a) ), he may diminish his own 
J. property, and therefore the amount liable for duty, by payi 
sts off the incumbrance in his lifetime. a, By Paying 
use 


As an example, suppose that A. by his marriage settlement 


er covenants to pay to his trustees at any time during his life the 
M 4 sum of £10,000, and that his own fortune is £50,000. If he 
poden A were to die his executors could not subtract the £10,000 from 
races the £50,000; they would have in the first instance to pay duty 
se of on the whole £50,000, but, owing to the isi i 
) ’ & against 

nd a double aggregation, the trustees of the settlement would not 
ioted. have to pay duty to the Government, whatever might be the 
os to rights as between themselves and the executors, in respect of the 
there £10,000. In this case no advantage would be gained by pay- 
on & ing off the £10,000 in A.’s lifetime. 
L was It — perhaps to be added that at present we are not 
pur- aware of the view taken by the authorities at Somerset House 
an of a case of this nature. The authorized forms for making 
- pra returns as to duty do not contain any provisions for avoiding 
f the double aggregation ; so that it rather that they con- 
6 er sider that the £50,000 and the £10,000 will have to be 

ounce gated, and that duty will have to be paid on £60,000, tt is 






therefore advisable in a case of this nature for A. to pay off the 
£10,000 during his lifetime. Similar remarks apply to the case 
where the £10,000 is secured on of A.’s land. Butin 
this case it must be remembered that as the original mort 
debt cannot be deducted from A.’s estate (Finance Act, 1894, s. 
7 (1) (a) ), it is by no means certain that if the £10,000 is raised 
and paid to the trustees of the settlement by means of a transfer 
of the mortgage, it can be deducted from A.’s estate. Pos- 
sibly this may depend upon the form of the original security 
and on the circumstances under which the transfer is made. 
But if A. can raise the money aliunde and pay off the mortgage, 
his estate will be diminished by the amount paid, and therefore 
less duty will be payable. 

Now, suppose that A. covenants in the settlement made on 
the marriage of one of his children to pay £10,000 to the 
trustees of the settlement, with interest till payment. If he dies 
without having made the payment, the £10,000 cannot be 
deducted in pe Bese the amount of his estate for duty, so 
that duty will have to be paid on £50,000. But if he pays off 
the £10,000 in his lifetime, which he can do without any loss of 
income, his estate at the time of his death will be £40,000 only, 
so that, not only will a smaller amount be liable to duty, but the 
duty will be payable at a lower rate. 

How to avoid estate duty om settled property. — The next 
question for consideration—viz., how to avoid estate duty 
where the property is settled—is one of considerable im 
ance and of = difficulty. There are two cases, 
require to be discussed separately: first, where the settlement 
was made by a person who takes no interest under it ; secondly, 
where the settlement is made by a person who takes such an 
interest under it as to make the pro pass at his death 
owing to the provisions of the Finance Act, s. 2 (1) (¢). 

Where the settlor takes no interest under the settlement.—In 
this case duty may become arg on the death of a person 
either because “he is at his death competent to dispose of the 
settled property,” or because he or some other person has an 
interest ceasing on his death. 

In most cases that arise in practice a man only becomes com- 

tent to dispose of settled peg amas Mew his death, either by 

aving the ultimate fee or other ial interest, or a general 
power of appointment vested in him, subject to the provisions 
contained in the settlement for the benefit of his wife and chil- 
dren or other persons intended to be primarily benefited ; so 
that, if this be the only reason for duty becoming payable on 
his death, it will in many cases be hardly worth while to attempt 
to escape. All that can be liable to duty is a reversionary 
interest, which will fail before it comes into P ay sang if any 
child attains a vested interest. Of course, if is a proba- 
bility of a failure of the aig objects of the settlement, so 
that there is a probability of the duty becoming payable for 
this reason, it can be escaped by conveying away the reversion 
or releasing the power or by making an absolute appointment 
under the power at least one year before death. 

In most cases, however, will pass at the death 
of the person taking a life interest in it, Where this is the case, 
if he releases his life interest so as to accelerate the reversionary 
interests, and the transaction is complete at least one year before 
his death, duty will not be payable. Where the property is 


land, care should be taken to release to the n taking the 
next estate of freehold, for if the release is toa subsequent 


remaind remainderman is alive at the 
death of the tenant for pci agtls Soe year bay gpg Dat 
the person to whom the release is made only take an estate 
during the life of the tenant for life, and the 

escaped. Where he ques ee ee usual 
trusts of a marriage of personalty and there is 
subsequent tenant for life, the 

the intent that the same may 
the other hand, if there is no 

release may be made to such of the reversioners as in the result 
take v interests, or i 

will be to make the release to 

subsequent interests > accelerated,” the object in each 
case being to be certain 80 





be d ed, and that tel cindy amteveibee & 
estroyed, an it @ manner 
that it may remain on foot, 
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Where the person taking the first life interest is a married 
woman restrained from anticipation, it may be proper to exercise 
the power of advancement. She cannot release her life interest. 

case, and where for any reason it is not convenient for a 
man to release his life interest, it appears that, where an advance 
under a power is made, duty will not be payable in respect of 
the property advanced, even if the person by whose direction 
the advance is made dies within a year. 





REVIEWS. 
ESTATE DUTY. 


A Hanppoox To tHe Estate Duty, comprisine Part I. oF THE 
Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 30), wITH AN INTRODUCTORY 
CoMMENT SHEWING ITS SCOPE AND OPERATION, AND PRACTICAL 
INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE DELIVERY OF AFFIDAVITS AND ACCOUNTS 
AND THE PAYMENT AND RECTIFICATION OF DuTY, AND TABLES OF 
Forms, Duties, anD Fegs. By ALFRED W. Sowarp, of the 
Legacy and Succession Duty Office, Somerset House. Waterlow 
& Sons (Limited). 

The author states that special official duties in connection with the 
Finance Act, both during and since its passage through Parliament, 
having necessitated on his part a close and critical study of it, he 
conceived that he might usefully compile a guide to aid the profession 
in their own study of it. His modesty does not permit him to add 





that the opinions he expresses on the construction and working of 
the Act are of great value, not only owing to his official position, but 
also owing to his knowledge. It appears to us to be impossible at 
the present time, in the absence of any judicial decisions on the | 
meaning of the Finance Act, 1894, to express any very decided | 
opinion on many of the points that arise under it. Wedo not think | 
that even a person having the author’s exceptional opportunities of 
arriving at correct conclusions can avoid falling into error. But we 
are of opinion, notwithstanding that on some points the author 
differs from the views that have been stated in the SoLicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, that generally speaking he is a safe guide to the construc- 
tion of the Act, and that even where we differ from him, his views are 
worthy of the most careful consideration. 

We give the author’s opinion on a question which has been much 
discussed in this journal. ‘A. by will bequeaths his estate to B. 
for life, and on B.’s death to C. The estate duty js leviable upon the 
| net principal value of the estate after deducting such debts and 

funeral expenses as are allowed by the Act to be deducted. The 

wi estate duty is, however, only leviable upon what remains 
| ° net estate after deducting executorship expenses and such other 
debts (¢.g., voluntary debts) as, although proper deductions from the 
residue iu account with the residuary legatee, are not allowable as 
deductions against estate duty. The estate duty itself cannot, how- 
ever, be deducted, for it and the settlement estate duty are leviable 
upon one and the same principal value. But it is a question whether, 
in strictness, the estate duty, in so far as atttributable to the 
executorship expenses, and to such other part of the estate as does 
not pass into settlement, should not be allowed” (p. 53). 

We ought to add that the author gives a concise and accurate | 
statement of the law on many points which must be understood by a | 
person who wishes to comprehend the Finance Act properly. 
| 
INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


CHAPTERS ON THE PrincrPLes OF INTERNATIONAL Law. By Joun 
WESTLAKE, Q.C., LL.D., Whewell Professor of International Law 
in the University of Cambridge. C. J. Clay & Sons aud Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 

This book is a valuable contribution to the discussion of the prin- 
ciples, development, and present state of public international law. 

e have now fortunately advanced far enough from Austin to have 
no difficulty in recognizing international law as properly comprised 
under the head of law. e rules of which it is made up are not, 
indeed the commands of sovereign body, and they are not enforced 
by such a body, but these points, although they are ordinarily the 
marks of munici law, are not the essential characteristics of all 
law. Professor Westlake adopts the view that law consists of such of 
the rules governing the conduct of a society of men, whether 
grouped in one State or in several States, as are held to be enforce- 
able. The origin of the rule is immaterial. It is sufficient that it 
is in fact commonly observed, and that, in the event of breach, 
one or more members of the society may with the approval of the 
rest punish the breach. The theory does not permit of such exact 
statement as that of Austin, but it can be stated with sufficient exact- 
ness for ical purposes, and it is more in aceordance with the | 
facts alike of history and of present practice. These fundamental 

















notions are very clearly discussed by Professor Westlake in the first 
chapter. The next three give a historical sketch of international law, 
including an account of the chief writers on the subject, from ancient 
times down to the end of the eighteenth century. Chapter VI. con- 
tains a concise statement of the principles of international law, and 
in the rest of the book some of the chief points in international law 
are explained and illustrated. Chapter IX., which discusses terri- 
torial sovereignty with relation to uncivilized regions, and Chapter X.., 
which examines the relation of the Indian Empire to international 
law, will be found specially interesting. The k, so the author 
says in the preface, is not a detailed treatise on international law, 
but an attempt to stimulate and assist reflection on its principles. In 
this direction it is likely to be of great service. 





SALE OF GOODS. 


A COMMENTARY ON THE SALE OF Goops Aor, 1893, wiTH 
ILLUSTRATIVE CASES AND FREQUENT CITATIONS FROM THE TEXT 
or Mr. BENJAMIN’s TREATISE. By ‘Waiter C. A. KER and 
ARTHUR B. PEARSON-GEE, Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

This excellently printed and arranged work will afford the 
practitioner much assistance in applying the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, 
In construing a consolidating statute there is no doubt, as was laid 
down by Lord Herschell in Bank of England v. Vagliano (39 W. R. 
657 ; 1891, A. C. 107), that tHE TAMBPUNBCOT the statute must first be 
examined, and where its meaning is clear there is no need to refer to 
the earlier law. But while this is the rule to be observed by the 
courts, the previous law, whether contained in the cases or in 
authoritative text-books, is very helpful to the practitioner in 
endeavouring to understand the exact import of the general rules by 
which it has been replaced. In any case of doubt on the Sale of Goods 
Act it would be natural to refer.to the late Mr. Benjamin’s treatise, 
and this fact has been recognized by the writers of the present work. 
They by no means confine themselves to citations from that treatise, 


| but they make extensive use of it, and the result is an ingenious 


combination of Benjamin on Sale and the Sale of Goods Act. In 
addition to these quotations the notes to the sections of the Act 
contain an able discussion of the sections by the authors, and the 
effect of the cases prior to the Act is fully and clearly stated. Many 
of these cases also are made use of for the illustrative examples which 
are liberally introduced. _ The reference to the earlier law is especially 
valuable in connection with section 4, which substantially re-enacts 
section 17 of the Statute of Frauds. The book appears to have been 
very carefully prepared, and is likely to become a standard work on 
the Act. 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


A Treatise on Hygiene and Public Health. Edited by THomas 
STEVENSON, M.D., F.R.C.P. Lond., Lecturer on Chemistry and on 


| Medical Jurisprudence at Guy’s Hospital, Official Analyst to the 
| Home Office, and Surr_tey T. MurpHy, Medical Officer of Health of 
| the Administrative County of London, President of the Epidemio- 
| logical Society, late President of the Incorporated Society of 
| Medical Officers of Health. 


In Three Volumes. Volume III.— 


Sanitary Luw. London: J. & A. Churchill. 


Ruling Cases. Arranged, Annotated, and Edited by RoBERT 
CAMPBELL, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by other Members of 
the Bar. With American Notes by Irvine Browne. Vol. Il.— 
Action—Amendment, Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


Paterson’s Practical Statutes. The Practical Statutes of the 
Session 1894 (57 & 58 Vict.), with Introductions, Notes, Tables of 
Statutes repealed and subjects altered. Lists of Local, Personal, and 
Private Acts, and a Copious Index. Edited by JamMEs SUTHERLAND 
Corron, Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. 


The Law of Ejectment; or, Recovery of Possession of Land. 
With an Appendix of Statutes and a Full Index. By JoHN HERBERT 
Wituiams, LL.B., and Watter Batpwyn YaArTES, B.A., Barristers- 
at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


An Election Manual for Parish Councillors, Urban and Rural 
District Councillors, and Guardians outside London. Being the 
Orders of the Local Government Board and the Municipal Elections 
(Corrupt and Illegal Practices) Act, 1894. With full Explanatory 
Notes and an Introduction. By Watrer C. Rypez, Barrister-at- 
Law. Reeves & Turner. 

The Merchant Shipping Act, 1894. With Notes, Appendices, and 
Index. By James DunpAs Wurtz, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. 
Eyre & Spottiswoode. 

Concise Precedents in Conveyancing. Revised and Adapted to the 
Conveyancing Acts, 1881, 1882, to 1892, Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 
1890, with Practical Notes and Observations on those Acts and on 
some earlier Acts relating to Real and Personal Property. By M. G, 
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Davipson, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Sixteenth Edition. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 
Continuation of Chitty’s Statutes. Statutes of Practical Utili 
in 1894 (56 & 57 Vict., 57 Vict., and 57 & 58 Vict.) 

in Alphabetical and Chronological Order. Witha Selection of Statu- 
tory Rules made during the same period, with Notes. By J. M. 
Ley. and W. F. Crates, Barristers-at-Law, Sweet & well 
(Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
REFORM IN LAND TRANSFER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The letter of your correspondent, Mr. E. P. Ridley, is worthy. 


of consideration by the supporters of Mr. Wolstenholme’s scheme 
for a reform in the practice of conveyancing. 

If the rights of persons having only equitable interests have in all 
cases to be saan by distringas, and no transactions, whether in 
the nature of sale or mortgage, can be completed without a search 
being made, a very serious tax will be placed on small holders of 
land, and a very real obstacle will be created to the increase of small 
holdings. 

My experience entirely coincides with that of Mr. Ridley, that 
searches are seldom made except in the case of large transactions, and 
after an experience extending over nearly forty years, I have never 
known of any loss occasioned by neglect to make the searches, 
though they were more frequently made in olden time than now. 

Nobody but solicitors practising in districts where there are numerous 
owners of small properties has any idea of the rapidity and economy 
with which transactions take place in the present day. Something 
has been done by the Incorporated Law Society to bring the real facts 
under the notice of the public, but too many of our law reformers 
prefer theory to fact, and the assurances of the officials greedy for fees 
to the experience of practitioners, who alone can enlighten them as to 
the actual practice. The small freeholder will sometimes come to 
market with his deeds in his pocket, driving his couple of cows or his 
little flock of- sheep ; and, if the markets are bad and he cannot sell, 
will simply go to the banker and get what money he wants for a 
month or two on the deposit of his deeds without any cost whatever ; 
or, if he finds he requires a more permanent loan, it is arranged by 
his solicitor at a cost which would ae be diminished if there were 
no genres nee the only arte to be remunerated were those 
of negotiation and arrangement; and the same principle runs through 
all transactions, whether of sale or pao . 

Ido not believe local registries would mitigate the evil I fear, of 
expense and delay, for these small holders do not always transact 
their business close at home. This city, for example, is the market 
town for a very large district, and is a kind of little metropolis for 
three or four counties, and even where business is transacted in the 
neighbourhood of the land, a registry in the county town would not 
suit landowners who transact their business at other towns in the 
county. 

If, however, a distringas office is an essential part of Mr. Wolsten- 
holme’s scheme, I would venture to suggest some such ents 
for lessening the cost of entries and searches as the following. The 
would need to be embodied in the statute, and not left open for modi- 
fication by rule or otherwise :— 

(1) That a general register be opened with an index of all names 
against whom a distringas is registered. 

(2) That the distringas be entered as of course on a simple certi- 
ficate signed by a solicitor that an instrument has been executed by 
the legal owner creating an equitable interest in (describing briefly 
the property) in favour of A. B., the name and description to be 
accurately. stated. 

(3) That such distringus may be removed on an authority signed by 
the party on whose behalf it was put on or by his or her legal personal 
representative, witnessed by a solicitor. 

(4) That a search be made only on the written authority of the 
person registered as owner of the legal estate, witnessed by a solicitor, 
or on an order of the court. 

(5) The entry or the search to be made at the registry on directions 
sent by post accompanied by a fee not exceeding 2s. 

If such a scheme would appear to ie too much to the 
integrity of the profession, the attestation or the certificate, as the 
case may be, of a commissioner for oaths might be required ; but as 
any misstatement by a solicitor would, or should, be followed by 
condign punishment, and a solicitor’s name could only be a 
used by anyone willing to risk a prosecution for forgery, I not 
myself be afraid to rely on a solicitor’s certificate or attestation. 


e fact that the name of an owner of landed was not | 
gas was Act 


found in the index would of course prove that no di 





2 ain elie coments te ane ted teatedion 
alin ont camera ‘or eradoraion and iio fo 
I am honestly very wishful to aid in the completion of any scheme 
that may simpli with land. 


Hereford, Nov, 26. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Mr. Wolstenholme asks his readers to difficulties. 
This must be my excuse for troubling you. Some valuable comments 
have been made, but I should have been to seea more exhaustive 
discussion. The difficulty, however, of satisfactorily with a 
oe of this magnitude, where so much depends upon upon 
so slight a basis, is very great. ‘ 

In this letter I confine myself to two or three observations from the 
point of view of a purchaser. 

What a purchaser desires is to find a person or persons with whom 
he can contract, from whom he may take a conveyance, and to whom 
he may pay his purchase-money. : 

Does the projected scheme really facilitate this object ? Altho 
abstracts may be shortened by ing equities, the equities, so 
as they are material, cannot be ; and the vendor must either, 
as now, procure the conenas Oy Seaannanen Of Si Darians Retiua ane 
equities, or satisfy the purchaser (if he have notice of them in 
of the ways proposed by the 20 ee fo et ae 
a sare purchased. But, instead 


: 
; 
i 
: 


therto, to disclose the equities, the burden is thrown upon the pur- 
chaser of discovering them by search on a register—the dis- 
tringas register—except, indeed, so far as appear in the deeds 
tet, T eubuit, would be most formidable burden 

is, I submit, w a, “upon 

purchaser. iis mety would depend upon the search ; and the 
search, which it is presumed would have to be made in a central office 
in London, would be a most laborious one, so that, although he 
may be relieved on the one side, he is burdened on the other. 
Whether or not the register fe to be motice is mot. stated. Apart 
from the register or a restriction, notice ily is not to be 
material. Bi ang sete, tha popes cl Gageaion ie the onan of Gi 
equitable fee is to be free from all subsequent estates, trusts, andrights, 


notwiths i 


tanding notice. ; 
The register, it is supposed, would be a Be pen 
having, or supposed to have, powers of or 
a reference to specific i It not, it is submitted, be 


a register of owners—i.e., of persons having powers of disposition, as 


i 


sufficientl prometen a a restriction in the documents to 
png gent u J 


be us] , and the end maponeminnay of sanching B 
d pile y > pe have to be done in the smallest transaction) would 


very great. If the register, or searching the re 


called into existence, the which do exist are by way of 
aid to the title, and do not supersede notice, 
It may be useful to hearin mind the fate of the attempt to make 


the difficulty of k, the continuity the 
fey the time tobe oo site seis be oem a ee 
for the time oe eo ren ee ee 
have been ref to by prior and I do not d 
°"T have not, in whet I have enid, zeferred to the Settled Land Act, 
paconee 1 60 et ee a eee ee 
su ° 
Act "Tt has been well tasted. by Siena, aed woske, wall The only 
Sittoulty fo tek commana te ie Saeeae cueeine ae ae aaa 
go court them before a can 
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and the creation of a real representative would be a vast gain, 
— his powers are sufficiently large. If his power is cay to 

one of administration in aid of the personal estate, it may not 
suffice. It is not easy, however, to see who the real representative 
is to be. It is presumed a testator should have power to appoint 
the real representative, and that if he does not do so, someone 
appointed by statute is to have that power. 


unty Hall, 8.W., Nov. 27. F. H. BARTLETT. 





SERVICE OF ENGLISH WRITS AND NOTICES IN GERMANY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—-I hope you will allow me to offer a few observations on the 
subject of the note on p. 53 of your issue of the 24th inst. relating to 
the service in Germany of process issuing out of an English court. 

I think that the opinion frequently expressed and acted upon, 


‘according to which an English writ, or notice of such a writ, cannot be 


served by non-official persons in Germany, is due to a misapprehen- 
sion caused by the tendency of German lawyers to assume that the 
law of other countries must be similar to their own. In German 
actions service must be effected by the official process-servers 
(German Code of Civil Procedure, s. 152), but there is no reason 
why writs or notices issued in foreign countries should not in 
Germany be served in accordance with the requirements of the 
countries in which they are issued. There could be two objec- 
tions only agsinst the service of process by non-official per- 
sons: (1) That such service might involve a criminal prosecution ; 
(2) that it is not a valid service. With the first objection I shall deal 
in my answer to your first question ; as regards the second, I fail to 
see on what grounds it could be suggested that an English court 
would not recognize the validity of service effected in accordance with 
the provisions of the Rules of the Supreme Court. Several cases are 
known to me in which notice of an English writ was served in 

Z st from England on purpose, and 














r 

such circumstances on account of the irregularity of the service; but 

this objection is not of much practical importance, as German courts 

do not in any case enforse English judgments (judgment of the 
rial Supreme of the of May, 1882; see 
3] 


Piggott’s ates Judgments, p. 470). 


Han courts might | judgment 


I now proceed to answer your three questions :— 

(1) The unauthorized service of a German writ would be punish- 
able i all German States under section 132 of the German Criminal 
Code, which is applicable to ‘“‘any person who, without being 
authorized thereto, does any act which cannot be done except 
by virtue of an official position.”” This section cannot, in my opinion, 
affect the service of an English writ, or notice thereof, because an 
English writ can be served by non-official persons. As regards the 
service of writs by English consuls, attention may be called to the fact 
that, by virtue of section 182 of the Code of Civil Procedure and of 
the identical orders made in all German States in 1880 and 1881, 
German writs in England are served by the German consuls (Seuffert, 
Civilprozess, 6th ed., p. 232). Under these circumstances the German 
Government could not possibly object to a corresponding course being 
followed by English consuls in respect of English writs. The question 
as to the affidavits of service is dealt with in my answer to your 
second question. 

(2) Strictly s ing, an English consul who administers an oath in 
Germany would be subject to a criminal prosecution under the above- 
mentioned section of the German Criminal Code, as oaths in Germany 
cannot be administered except by persons holding judicial or quasi- 
judicial appointments. But, as a matter of practice, English consuls 
in many places in Germany take affidavits without any objection 
being raised by the authorities. It is, however, a question whether 
such affidavits must not in many cases be deemed to be irregular. It 
is true that section 7 of the Commissioners for Oaths Act, 1889, 
declares a person making & false oath before a British consul abroad 
to be guilty of perjury, but that section could be applied to British 
subjects only, and as a German subject swearing a false affidavit 
before an English consul in Germany could not be tried for perjury 
either in England or Germany (the German Criminal Code dealing 
with false oaths in German judicial proceedings only : see German 
Criminal Code, sections 153-163), an affidavit made by a German 
subject before an English consul would, in my opinion, not have the 
effect of an English affidavit. 

@) The third question is answered by what has been stated above. 

t will thus be seen that there is no difficulty about the service, 
and the difficulty about the affidavits could easily be removed if the 
German Governments could be induced to instruct their local judges 

Amtorichter) to take affidavits in English actions (see Commissioners 
or Oaths Act, s. 3). Ernest T, ScHUSTER. 

Lincoln’s-inn, November 27, 





STAMP ON CONVEYANCE IN CONSIDERATION OF A 
RENT-CHARGE, 


[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I regret to see in your last week’s article that the Incor- 
porated Law Society admit the claim of the Inland Revenue for extra 
stamp duty mentioned in their 17th of September circular. The 
Incorporated Law Society have abandoned a strong position. The 

y understand the question of these chief rents and their 
apportionments as we do in Lancashire, where it is general practice 
for land, subject to a head chief rent, to be sold off in portions, 
subject to fractions of such rent. 

ake a case. Land is granted in fee, or leased for long term, 
subject to a perpetual chief rent, or one extending over the term. 
The grantee or lessee sells off a portion, subject to a fraction of the 
chief rent. Such fraction is always stated to be “‘an apportioned 
part” of it. To call such fraction a fresh creation, a new rent, is not 
accurate or true in any sense. The head chief rent has already paid 
its full fiscal duty, whether lease or grant. The whole includes each 
part. To impose an ad valorem makes that part pay duty twice over, 
either "ag or lease duty. 

If the Inland Revenue circular means anything, it is this: that 
land sold subject to a rent fetches less price by reason of it. That is 
so. The greater the rent the less the sale price. But if the 
land sold was made subject to the whole of the head rent 
(such a thing might well occur; it does occasionally, and it is all 
a question of price or bargain), what happens? Siill less price is 
got. And yet the Revenue would pause before they ventured to 
impose a sale duty in that case. But any reason they are able to 
assign, as to the value got and their right to duty, applies as much to 
one case as to the other. 

We hear tually the parrot-cry of ‘‘ making the dealing with 
land more simple and economical,” and yet this present fiscal circular 
imposes a fresh tax on the heavy wet | burdens the people of the 
country already bear, and the matter ought to be made a test case of. 
The Incorporated Law Society should look to it. 

It is a very serious matter, and our position is so strong that I feel 
our body in London are giving themselves, and us, all away by hasten- 
ing to agree with the Inland Revenue about a most questionable 
impost. A SUBSCRIBER. 

November 27, 





SALE OF LAND BY CHARITABLE TRUSTEES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I am somewhat surprised that in the recent case of Re Clergy 
Orphan Corporation (1894, 3 Ch. 145), and previous cases, no notice 
has been en of section 29 of the Charitable Trusts Amendment 
Act, 1855, which from its generality has offen appeared to me to bé 
an embarrassing enactment. It is as follows :—‘‘ It _-Shall_not_be 
lawful for the trustees or persons acting in the administration of any 
charity to make or grant, otherwise than with the express authority 

Parliament under any Act y , OF W =>! ereafter 
be , or of a court or judge of competent jurisdiction, or 
according toa scheme legally established, or with the approval of tie 
Board, any sale, mortgage, or charge of the charity estate, or an 
lease the: COI in reversion, aiter more ppan Pe years of any 
term, or for any term of life, or in consideration wholly or 
in part of any fine, or for any term of years exceeding twenty-one 
years.” sii 

The section does not seem to be really applicable to the particular 
circumstances of the above-mentioned case, because, as_the Act of 


1855 is incorporated with the Act of 1853, the exceptions out of the 
first Act are no doubt to be deemed to extend to the second ; but Sir 
J. Rigby and Mr. Vaughan Hawkins laid down the general proposition 
that the corporation had no power to sell, without resting it on the 
section in question ; and Davey, L.J., thereupon said that the proposi- 
tion was too broadly laid down. 

Now surely in cases which are not excepted out of the Acts, and in 
cases where none of the authorizations referred to in section 29 of 
the Act of 1855 itself can be produced, that section does dis of the 
doctrine of Attorney-General v. Warren (2 Sw. 302) relied on by 
Davey, LJ., which affirms a general right of charitable trustees to 
sell, if they can shew that the sale is beneficial and justified by the 
circumstances. 

But the great difficulty which the section presents is in its applica- 
tion tothe numerous cases in which powers to sell, mortgage, &c., 
are actually given by the instrument one trust. Davey, L.J., 
saysin the same case that ‘‘ it is for those who claim an exemption to 
make it out,” and can it be said that a charitable trust created by 
deed or will or otherwise by the act of a donor is “‘a scheme legally 
established”? ? I am afraid this cannot be said, and I cannot help 
thinking that it forms an unintended casus omissus. 

A COoNVEYANCER. 













(The Charity Commissioners hold that a trust for or power of sale . 
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in a foundation deed is not ‘‘a scheme legally established” within 
section 29, and that their consent is necessary to a sale.—Ep. S. J.] 





WHAT IS AN “ EQUITABLE MORTGAGE ”’ ? 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—A. having deposited some documents of title with B., I was 
instructed to prepare a memorandum of deposit to secure a certain 
sum, and the form given in Vol. 1 of Prideaux, 1893, p. 611, 
including the clause in brackets giving B. a power of sale. 

I sent the memorandum to my London agents to be stamped with 
au ad valorem duty of 1s. per cent., in accordance with the Stamp 
Act, 1891, s. 86 (2), but upon presenting it the solicitor at the 
seat ref to do so, there being a power of sale, which he declared 
practically made the document a mortgage. 

I should be glad if you or any of your readers could give me any 
authority for the refusal to stamp the document with the 1s. cent., 
as I cannot find anything in the Stamp Act or elsewhere giving any 
information upon this point. ConsTANT READER. 

[We do not at present see how the contention of the Stamp Office 
can be supported. The only requirement of section 86 (2) of the 
Stamp Act, 1891, is that the memorandum should be under hand 
only, and create a charge on property.—Eb. S. J.] 





SETTLEMENT ESTATE DUTY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 


Sir,—It seems to be considered that this duty in respect of a settled 
pecuniary legacy falls on the residue, and this construction is at least 
consistent with the view of the authorities in the case referred to by 
your correspondents ‘‘C. & 8.,” but apparently Mr. Austen-Cartmell, 
in your last number, is of a contrary opinion, as he considers that 
the duty ‘‘ falls” on the settled property, and that that property is 
“chargeable” with it. It would convenient to know whether, 
and how, this point has been dealt with in practice, © EXEcUTOR. 

November 27. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
TYRRELL v. PAINTON—No. 2, 22nd November. 


Practice—EaquitaBLe Exrcurton—Appointment. or Recerver—Revex- 
SIONARY InreresT IN PersoNALTY —JURISDICTION—JUDICATURE Act, 1873 
(36 & 37 Vicr. c. 66), s. 25, sun-sxcrion 8. 


In a se ya action (Tyrrell v. Painton) the defendants unsuccessfully 
propounded a will for probate and were ordered to pay the costs of the 
action, which were taxed at £213 14s. 10d., within seven days from the 
service of the order upon them. Such costs were not paid, and it supesed 
that the defendants had very little (if any) property which could be 
attached under a writ of feri facias. One of the defendants was entitled 
absolutely under the will of one Joseph Painton to copyhold estate in 
reversion expectant on the decease of the tenant for life, and the plaintiff 
thereupon moved for the appointment of a receiver of such reversionary 
interest. The motion was heard by the vacation ju (Lord Russell, 
C.J.), who refused the application. The paintiff ap , and relied upon 
Fuggle v. Bland (32 W. R. Dig. 160. 11 Q. B. D. 711) and Westhead y Riley 
(32 W. R. 273, 25 Ch. D. 413). He contended that Harris v. Beauchamp 
(42 W. R. 451; 1894, 1 Q. B. 801), relied upon by the defendants, was no 
authority against his application. 

Tae Covet (Lord Hatssury, and Linpiey and A. L. Surru, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Hatssury said that it appeared to them tolerably certain that 
Lord Russell, C.J., had refused the application because he was under the 
impression that an elegit could be issued to take the defendant’s interest 
under the will. That was not so, because the interest which the defendant 
took under the will was an equitable reversionary interest in personalty, 


A 


and was not an interest in land. The authorities established that the 
relief of the kind asked for was _approp’ not be 
issued ; theré y Order Ot Lor nase » O.d., m reversed, & 





én order made for the appointment of a receiver. 

Lryoiey, L.J., said that the difficulty arose from the form of the will. 
After carefully considering its provisions, he could not make out that any 
interest in land was held in trast for the defendant within the meaning of 
section 11 of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110. His interest was an equitable reversionary 
interest in a sum of money, and such an interest could not be attached 
by means of an e/egit or in any other way than by the appointment of a 
receiver. The Court of Chancery had, apparently, never appointed a 
receiver of an equitable reversionary interest. The objection that during 
the life of the tenant for life there would be for the receiver to 
receive was not a fatal one, for were it shewn that a tenant for life were wm 
eztremis the Court of Chancery would Bee eg een @ receiver of the 
equitable reversionary interest. The j established, and 
there being two cases at common law where such an had been made, 


“XT Sun, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Wheeler, Q.C., and W. H. 
Nash; Carrington. ®oxcrrors, Wood, Bigg, ¢ Nash, for 4, G. Haines, 
Faringdon ; Tarry, Sherlock, ° 2 


(Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.) 
Re RAILWAY TIME TABLES PUBLISHING CO, (LIM.)—No. 2, 21st 
November 


Loarrep Company—Issurnc Suarzs at a Discountr—Wreome ve—Dis- 
TRIBUTION oF AsseTs—CaLis—Ricuts or OoNTRIBUTORIES INTER 8E— 
Companres Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), s. 38—Compantes Act, 1867 
(30 & 31 Vier. c, 131), 8. 25. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. A limited com- 
y, which had under its articles of association to issue shares at 
iscount, increased its tal from time to time by the creation of addi- 
tional shares, some of were issued at a discount and were held by 
the appellant Welton, who was also an 
pony bees ee eee 





cbntract existed as between 
shares for creating a lesser 


on the shares by them ively at the of 
winding up, but without aaice bo te rights of the holders of shares 
issued upon section 38 of 


B 

1862, it is provided that ‘‘in ape A of a company formed under 
Act wound up, every t 

pany be liable to contri to 

amount sufficient for payment of the debts and liabilities of the company, 
and the costs, charges, and expenses of the winding up, and for the pay- 
ment of such sums as may be required for the adjustment of the of 
the contributories themselves with the a 

(that is to say): (4) In the case of a company limi 

tribution be renege Bp: hm ag «tie scion 
any) unpaid om tho sheen ta suapest af which he is or 


past member.’’ Counsel for the refi to Re Weymouth and 
Channel Islands Steam Packet Oo. (39 W. R. 5; 1891, 1 Ch. 66), and endea- 
voured to distinguish it from the case 


present 

co! ding to article 140 in the present 
cited Lion Mutual Marine Insurance Association v. Tucker (32 W. R. 546, 12 
Q. B. D. 176), MeKewan’s case (25 W. R. 577, 6 Ch. D. 447), Maxwell's case 
(L. R. 20 Eq. 585), and Re Hodges Distillery Co., Bx 
1150, L. R. 6Ch. 51.) He also relied upon the dictum of Lord Herschell, © 
Ooregum Gold Mining Co. of India v. Roper (41 W. R. 90; 1892, A. O, 
125), that the company were not entitled to call upon the preference share- 
holders for any further payment beyond that agreed upon, the Eichape 
case of a winding pe ee ee necessary for the 
of the obligations of the company and the costs of the winding up. 

Lord Hatssury said that desired to pa Aye cur poleelly teen 
deal with this question if and when it should 
in the Court of A 1, he was bound by the decisions of that 
he was unable to the t now raised from that which was 
raised and decided by the Court of A ‘ 
W. R. 593, 38 Ch. D. 415) and Re Weymouth and Channel Islands Steam 
Packet Co. (ubi supra). He had also 


looked at The Gold Mining Co. 
v. Roper (ubi supra), which, a decision of ao teen of Lords, was 
binding on every court. He not mean to say he did not agree with 
those cases, but, whether he agreed with them or not, he was bound by 
them. The must, therefore, be disinissed. 





A. L. Surrn, L.J., said that he could 
bound by the authorities. Appeal dismissed.—Counser, H. T. ; 
Renshaw, Q.O., and Whinney. Soutcrrons, Slaughter ¢ May; ©. Tf. 
Whinney. 


(Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
BELL v. EARL OF DUDLEY—Chitty, J., 8th and 20th November. 


Inctosunr—Consrruction or AcT—Sgrarats Owngrsurr or SurPack AND 
Mrvgrats—Ricut to work Mrysrats—Ricur To Lez pown Svurrace— 
Gunzrat Canons or Construction or Inciosurs Acts. 








Motion. The plaintiff was the owner of the Swan Brewery, Quarry 
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Bank, Staitordehire, cxvatet «tend allotted to his punbeccennen tas Miho 
under the Kingswinford Inclosure Act, 1784. The Act reserved the right 
of working the mines and minerals under the land to the lord of the manor, 
and conferred on him and his successors the fullest powers of working 
such mines and minerals, ‘‘ together with full and free liberty to him and 
them todo any other reasonable and necessary acts and things in and 
the same lands for the discovery, getting, working, &c , of the said 
mins and minerals in such manner as he or they shall think fit, proper, 
and expedient, without any molestation or interruption, and without 
f paying or making any satisfaction to any rson whomsoever for the 
; same, or for the damage to be done thereby, he and they doing as little 
damage thereby as may be.’’ The next clause provided in effect that 
‘* whereas great damage may be done to some of the allotments ”’ by such 
working, the damage caused to any particular allotment by the working of 
the mines or the exercise of any of the powers reserved to the lord should 
be borne rateably by all the allottees, inclading the owners for the time 
; being of the allotment damaged and the allotment specially made to the 
: lord. Tht defendant, the present lord of the manor, proposed to work 
the mines, with the probable result of letting down the plaintiff's premises. 
The plaintiff moved to restrain him, relying on Bell v. Love (10 Q. B. D. 
547, 9 App. Cas. 286, 31 W. R. Dig. 33). 














The defendant relied on Duke of 
uccleuch ¥. Wakefield (L. R. 4 H. L. 377,18 W. R. H. L. Dig. 10), and 
t Waterworks Co. v. Ritson (22 Q. B. D. 318, 702), the judgments of 
the Court of Appe in the last case being read from the shorthand notes. 
Currry, J., said the question was simply one of right depending on the 
true construction of the Inclosure Act. Questions of this kind turning 
on Inclosure Acts had often come before the courts in recent years. The 
Acts which had thus received judicial interpretation had not been all 
drawn on the same model, They presented points of resemblance and 
difference leading to different results. The authorities cited afforded 
assistance. The result of them was that the method of construing 

such Acts of Parliament was as follows :—Where the ownership of the 
and of the surface was severed, the primd facie inference was that 


(f 


ee cer ay ate vine ee 


vy the owner of the surface should enjoy the surface allotted, and should 
, og have the common right of support for his tenement. This inference was 
& strong ; in order to rebut it the burden lay on the owner of the minerals 


to shew affirmatively and by clear words that he had the right of letting 
; down the surface. Where clear words were spoken of it was not meant 
that the Act must say in express terms that the mineral owner might let 
down the surface: see Duke of Buccleuch v. Wakefield and Buchanan v. 
Andrew (L. R. 2 H. L. Sc. 286, 21 W. R. Dig. 72). The presence or 
+ absence of a compensation clause was an important element. The primd 
a —_ Ss inference in favuur of the surface owner was strengthened by the 
. absence of any provision for compensation ; but the presence of a limited 
compensation clause was not sufficient to rebut the inference. In Bell v. 
Love the compensation was limited to £5 yearly. Such, stated shortly, was 
the method pursued in interpreting Acts of this class. Whether the 
tions stated ought ta be called a method of interpretation, or be 
canons or rulesjfor, per Lindley, L.J., subordinate rules, for 
vooeangee | these Acts was a matter of no moment. ‘(he object was the 
TAL hrase—vy 












a ; S. 
he above elansts, and pointed out that Peace 
pe was T aeaay eeelined and contemplated, and a special scheme 
wided for relieving the allottee suffering the damage from all but 
Pao ge sot rtion. It was impossible to say that great damage did 
| not age caused by subsidence. Injunction refused.— 
Ronee Levett, Q.C., and Ashton Cross; Byrne, Q.C., and W. F. 
Hamilton. Soxicrrors, Stanley, Attenborough, ¢ Tyer; Saliwell, Tryon, $ 
’ Saltwell. 
[Reported by G. Rowiaxp Atsroy, Barrister-at-Law. } 


BASSET v. ST. LEVAN—Stirling, J., 2lst and 22nd November. 


: Wui1—Consrravcrion—Dimecrion TO RESETTLE Property UNDER A SETTLE- 
j uunt—Berquest or Restpuk on cerrain Conpitions—Equirasie Con- 
VERSION —H EgeDITAMENT— RESETTLEMENT. 


Adjourned summons. Gustavus Lambert Basset, by his will, dated the 
% 6th of March, 1888, after appointing William Francis Higgins and Edmund 

By Chase Marriott executors and trustees, and appointing his wife Mary 
ag Basset and the said W. F. Higgins guardians of his only son, Arthur 
Francis Basset, and reciting that, under a family settlement, dated the 

s Srd of March, 1854, and the will, @ted the 15th of February, 1859, of his 
: late brother, John "Francis Basset, he, the testator, was tenant for life, 
ef and his said’ son, Arthur Francis Basset, was tenant in tail in remainder of 
the ‘‘Manor of Tehidy and certain estates in the county of Cornwall 
held therewith, and hereinafter called the Basset Estates,”’ and reciting 
-_ in the event of the failure of his, the testator’s, issue, he was desirous 
said manor and estates should be settled upon the descendants of 

Tohn Tope Rogers, the next representatives of the Basset family, the said 
testator as follows: ‘‘ Now I do hereby desire and direct my 
son, A. F. Basset, within six months of my death, or of his attaining 

age of twenty-one years, whichever should last happen to effectually 
disentail the said manor and estates and all other estates and heredita- 
ments then subject to the limitations of the said settlement of the 3rd of 
March, 1854, and the said will of the said John Francis Basset, or either 
of them, and to execute within the time aforesaid an effectual resettlement 
thereof to the uses and upon the trusts and subject to the powers and pro- 
“visions hereinafter declared.’’ The testator then declared that such re- 
settlement should contain such powers and provisions as the trustees or 
trustee of his will should, in their or bis uncontrolled discretion, think 
‘fit, and that they or he, in the exercise of a like discretion, might extend the 














time within which the said Arthur Francis Desset. wae tlhenalsbeieal 
required to execute the said disentailing assurance and Cyr aiag es toa 
period not exceeding the space of one year and a half from a 
testator’s) death, or the majority of his said son, whichever should last 
happen, but in case any Act of Parliament should be which 


should render compliance with the thereinbefore-mentioned direction either 


wholly or partially im: ble, then the direction was to be complied with 
only so far as the law for the time being itted, and such compliance 
should be deemed'a complete compliance for the purpose of vesting in his 
son the absolute interest in the testator’s residuary real and personal 
estate, free from any and every gift over consequent upon non-com- 
pliance ; and the testator devi and bequeathed his residuary real and 
personal estate to his said trustees upon trust for sale and investment, 
and to pay certain annuities out of the income, and, subject thereto, in 
case his said son, A. F. Basset, should attain the age of twenty-one years, 
and execute the disentailing assurance and resettlement as thereinbefore 
directed, to hold the capital of the said investments in trust to pay the 
sum of £7,000 to the testator’s wife, and subject to such payment in trust 
for his said son absolutely, but if his said son should attain theage of twenty- 
one years and refuse to execute, or die before executing, the disentailing 
assurance and resettlementin the manner thereinbefore directed, the testator 
gave the capital and income of the said investments over. The said will 
contained other provisions and three codiciis, which it is not material to 
set out here. The testator died on the 25th of July, 1888, and in the year 
1889 two actions for the administration respectively of the trusts of the 
said settlement of 1854 and of the will of the testator were commenced, and 
the usual administration orders were made in both actions. The said 
A. F. Basset attained his majority on the 29th of January, 1894, and on 
that date there was, in addition to the said Manor of Tehidy and other 
real estate, a large sum of money in the hands of the trustees of the settle- 
ment of 1854, subject to the trusts of the said settlement, and liable 
thereunder to be invested in the purchase of lands to be settled accordi 
to the uses of the settlement. On the 16th of February, 1894, the said A. 
Basset executed a disentailing assurance of the said settled land, conveying 
it to the use of himself in fee simple, and he also barred the guasi-ente 
the said settled moneys declaring then! WP beld in trust for _himselt abso- 







y : 
termined whether, in order to comply with the above-mentioned condition 
in the testator’s will, he must bring into the proposed settlement simply 
the aforesaid settled lands and no more, or whether he must also bring in 
all the aforesaid settled moneys which were subject to the trusts of: the 
said settlement of 1854 at the time he attained his majority. Counsel on 
behalf of the plaintiff (the said A. F. Basset) contended that the words of 
the will, ‘‘ the said manor and estates, and all other the estates and here- 
ditaments then subject to the limitations of the said settlement,’’ were 
not words which described.‘‘money,” but only referred to “ land.” 
Money could not be a hereditament. Nothing could be described as a 
hereditament unless at common law it would devolve upon the heir in case 
of an intestacy. The doctrine of equitable conversion only applied for 
the purpose of ascertaining rights of parties under the settlement itself ; 
it could not be applied in construing a document (i.¢., the testator’s will) 
hostile to the settlement. Re Duke of Cleveland’s Settled Estates (1893, 
Ch. 244) was not in ee except to affirm the maxim as to the doctrine 
of equitable conversion and the limits of its application. They cited the 
following cases :—Chandler v. Pocock (28 W. R. 806, 15 Ch. D. 491), Ackroyd 
v. Smithson (1 Wh. & T., 6th ed., +p. 10 1027), Curteis v. Wormald (27 W. R. 
419, 10 Ch. D. 172). On behalf of the trustees it was argued that what- 
ever was to be disentailed was to be resettled. Ackroyd v. Smithson only | 
decided in what character certain property descended. It had no appli- 
cation here. The direction in the ottloment of 1854 was to invest in 

and whether this had been done or had not been done did not affect the — 
question, as equity supposed that to be done which ought to be done: 
Guidot v. Guidot (3 A 
23 Ch. D. 313). Hence this money was included in the term “‘ heredita- 
ment,” which was a technical term and must be strictly construed : Leach 
v. Jay (27 W. R. 99, 9 Ch. D. 42). The gift was contingent and the con- 
dition was precedent, for the provision in the will (gay | for possible 
Acts of Parliament did not it subsequent. Le The Duke of Cleve. 
land’s Settled Estates (supra) was relied on. 


Sriutine, J., after reading the will and stating the facts, proceeded as 
follows : ~The question for me to settle here is what property is included 


in the wor OT and all other estates and _heredita- 
menta then sat subj ons of thé satt-settlement of 1854 and 


John Francis Basset,’’ If.the will had stopped at the 
words ‘‘ said pastime and estates,’’ I think that the funds now in the hands 
of the trustees of the settlement would not be included in the direction to 


resettle, but the words used are much wider, and it is contended by the — 
trustees that the moneys are included in the words ‘‘all other estates and ~ 


hereditaments,’’ &c. Now what is the meaning of ‘‘ hereditament”’? Mr. 

Challis defined it, in his argument, as anything “capable of being 

inherited to common law.” I think that is well founded, 
but ought ae - put such a meaning on the word when I am con- 

struing a The courts have gone a long way in ee ee 

words in Wille according to their technical meaning, especiall 

the case of Leach v. Jay (supra). But that decision was ree i 


the fact that the word seizin is the most technical word in the ie : 


and I do not think Iam bound to put such a strict construction on the 
word “‘ hereditament,’’ in the absence of a authority. 
word “hereditament” is enlarged here by the addition of the 

‘* estates.”” Now su the testator had an ultimate remainder in 
ao peseevdd to. himnaalt in. the sotilomend of 1854, and suppose he had ~ 
devised ‘‘ all other estates and hereditaments subjects to the said settle- — 
ment’? to A. Would these funds pass under such devise? 


" 254) and Be Greave’s Settled Estate (31 W. R. 801, 


Moreover, the — 


T think they 
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fect to an imperative tist for inves 


. Arth B ati 
however, t i : not in the present case disposing of his own 
estate, but was merely directing his son to resettle property in which he, 
the testator, bad no interest, and that, 
should be placed on the of 
that this affects the question. q 
equitable conversion is a doctrine that is to be invoked onl, 
benefit of persons claiming under, and not outside, a settlement, 
does not seem to me to be a caso of hostile documents. The testator in 
his will refers to certain property under a given settlement, to which his 
son will be eventually entitled, and requests to deal with it in a certain 
manner. Why should less effect be given to words in his will used to 
describe a property than if the testator had himself been capable of 
paposing of some estate and interest in that property, and was attempting 
by this clause to dispose of it? I see no reason for — such a view, 
and, therefore, I am of opinion that the moneys in qu 
the settlement of 1854 and the will of 1859, are 
“estates and hereditaments,’ and that co’ 
assurani t mt must toc 
condition in the testator’s will attached 
mi personal estate —CounseL, Graham Hasti -» Ing and 
aus; Gifard, QC, and R. F. Norton. Sorscrrons, Bell, Brodrick, ¢ 
vay ; Lawrence, Graham, § Co. 


[Reported by Anruur Morton, Barrister-at-Law. } 






















Winding-up Cases. 
Re THE ISSUE CO. (LIM.)—Vaughan Williams, J., 22nd November. 


Company—Winpina vp—ConrrisvTrory — Dimgcrorn — QUALIFICATION OF 
Dmector—AGREEMENT TO TAKE SuanEs—Companigs Act, 1862 (25 & 26 
Vicr. c. 89), s. 23. 


The above-named company was incorporated in March, 1893. It was 
provided by the articles (88) that the first directors should be appointed 
by the signatories of the memorandum and articles of association, or a 
majority of them. That the qualification of every director should be the 
holding in his sole name of shares or stock to the nominal value of £500 
at the least (article 90). By article 93 (d) the office of a director was 
vacated if he ceased to hold the required amount of shares or stock to 
qualify him for office. The company was in liquidation, and the names of 
several persons whose names were not on the register of members were 
settled on the list of contributories by the liquidator in respect of direc- 
tors’ qualification shares, on the ground that they had agreed to become 
ee ee any within section 23 pe pes Kage 1862. 
They now to have their names removed from . Itappeared 
that the po: menark had never applied for or been allotted any ps in 
respect of ’ qualification, nor were their names on the of 
members, but it was alleged that they had acted in different ways as 
directors, ¢.g., by attending meetings and signing the directors’ attend- 
ance book and the like. It was stated in the evidence in support of the 
applications that the company (which had a very short existence) never 
issued a prospectus, nor were the public invited to take shares, and that, 
with the exception of the fully paid-up shares comprised in the agree- 
ment for the transfer of the business ihe the seven shares subscribed for by 
the persons who signed the memorandum, no shares in the company were 
at any time subscribed for or agreed to be taken by any person or issued 
by the company, and that the acts of the board of directors 
a or preliminary to commencing business. The appointment of 

tors was made by the signatories to the memorandum. 


Vavenan Witiisms, J., made an order removing the 
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names 
from the list of contributories, the liquidator costs 
/ tions. His lordship said, in names | alleged 
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ne ‘ greed. he uestion @ ‘ Was an 

within section 23 of the Connie Rake 1862, had been 
cussed. There were many decisions on the subject, but he 
{ to go through them, af ed on its own particul 
crap eng Bar Arce ascertain rar iT airy one o1 
re n an agreement of membership. 

op oe no express agreement and no 
shares. t being so, the agreement must be an implied one. 
what? It was said that the applic epted the 
tors. That Was not enough. 
‘ Buvou Olce iD a $17. the directors 
to hold qualificution shares. He did not understand that the liquidator 
contended that the mere acceptance of the office of director with 
the fact that the articles required a qualification wae sufficient to canse the 
court to infer an agreement of membership. The ts attended 
meetings, and one was said to have signed the book, which he 
however now denied. They all acted more or leas as directors. The 
liquidator did not contend that all these facts put together were sufficient 
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Channell, QC:, Sad CIARA Hye | BraMTT Davis ; it, Q.0 
Hart. Souscrrons, Hurrell ¢ Mayo; Munns § Longden; Collison § 
Prichard ; Lindo $ Co. 

| Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxs, Barrister-at-Law. ) 





Re THE BLAZER FIRE LIGHTER (LIM.)—Vaughan Williams, J., 2ist 
November. ies 


Company—Winpinc up—Occupation or Pasuises sy Liquipatorn—Banz- 
FictaL OccupaTION— LIABILITY POR 


This was a motion by the Vestry of St. , Islington, that an order 
made on the 20th of June, 1894, on the of the liquidator of 
the above-named company, which was in —— uidation, whereby 
it was ordered that the applicants should be until farther order 
from levying a distress upon the 


rates made subsequent to the 2nd of 
mencement of the volun’ 


of the for payment of 
1894, the of com- 


of the company, might be dis- 
sr tae be aglien to we she Oa 





were merely | jog 


of the plant and premises. In 

that he again called and found that the t belonging to the com- 
pany was still on the , and he that the plant remained 
on the premises, as as the caretaker, up to the 6th of September, when 
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made for the payment of the rate forthwith, and the vestry threatened 
to levy a distress on the company’s premises. 

Vaveuan Wiss, J., said he thought that the parish authorities were 

| to have their rates_pai full, and he ought to discharge the 

m. g@- The liquidator to pay to the 

applicants £6 6s. 6d., the amount due for rates, and their costs of this 

| , the liquidator to be at liberty to take his costs and the costs 

to the applicants out of the assets. In delivering judgment his 

said there were differences of opinion in tle various cases 

on the point involved in this case. No legal ingenuity could 

sustain the proposition that all the cases could stand together. Instead of 

to reconcile them he should adopt the view taken by Bowen, L.J., 

in Re National Arms and Ammunition Co. (33 W. R. 585, 28 Ch. D., at p. 

482). Bowen, L.J., said: ‘1 wish to add that I am not satisfied that the 

test given by Bacon, V.C., in the case of Re West Hartlepool Iron Co. (34 

L. T. Rep. N. 8. 568,24 W.R. Dig. 68) is the true one. I am disposed 


be think that the true has been a beneficial occupa- 




































“s 









in cases as to rating, and 
Um | 





1e roing est were adopred, o 

be contended that there had not been a beneficial occupation; indeed, it 

was admitted there was such an occupation within the rating statutes. 

It was because he had thought that there might be a dispute as to that 

that he had referred to the rating statutes. Admittedly there had been 
occupation. This was not a case where th pati ad be 




















De) Winding D could 0D sald 
seu With other cre Ss. he Tiquids en 
premises he Would have had to pay the rent for them, and he ought 
to pay the rates in respect of his continued occupation of these premises. 


It eeemed that Bowen, L.J.’s test was the plainest and simplest—viz., 
Have the premises been occupied beneficially within the ordinary meaning 
of those words? After the decision in Re National Arms and Ammunition 
Co. (supra) it was impossible to say that Re Watson, Kipling, ¢ Co. (31 
W. R. 574, 23 Ch. D. 500), which had been relied on, could stand in so 
far as it distinguished rent from rates. But Kay, L.J., said in Re Watson, 
Kipling, ¢ Co.: “I aw not satisfied that the question of the payment of 
rates should be determined on absolutely the same principle as that of pay- 
ment of rent due to a landlord, because there is this difference, . . . in the 
case O! pdlord the company occupying his eeping him 
out of possession, and if the company have herately exercise, 
on j0 the prope fie Iandiord, no doubt the rent ought to be 
paid TP His ay, then Kay, J.), mean ih he liquidator 
chooses to occupy the property while waiting to get a good price at a sale, 
he will have to pay the rent. So that case was hardly an authority for the 
ee Chester Jones; J. G. Wood. Sowtcrrors, 
tliam Lewis ; H. & W. Priest. 
[Reported by V. pz 8. Fowxs, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


LORD MOSTYN (Appellant) ». LONDON (SURVEYOR OF TAXES) (Re- 
spondent)—22nd November. 


Ravenve—Income Tax—Fives vpon Renewats or Leasrs—Tsmporary 
Desrosrr at Inrerest—Propvuctive Carrrat—5 & 6 Vicr. c. 35, s. 60, 
Scuzpurz A, x. 2, Firrx Heap. 


Case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. Section 60 of the 
Income Tax Act, 1842 (Schedule A, r. 2, fifth head), provides that among 
property chargeable shall be included “‘ all fines received in consideration 
of any demise of lands or tenements - . onthe amount so received 
within the year by or on account of the party, provided that in case the 
party chargeable shall prove to the satisfaction of the commissioners 
- « + that such fines, or any part thereof, have been applied as produc- 
is tive capital on which a profit has arisen or will arise otherwise chargeable 

under this Act for the year in which the assessment shall be made it shall 

; be lawful for the said commissioners to discharge the amount so applied 
: from the profits liable to assersment under this rule.” The appellant was 
7 tenant for life of certain lands under a will which provided that all fines 
| on renewals of leases were, after payment of debts and reduction of mort- 
a , to be invested or expended in the purchase of freehold, copyhold, 
iF } or hold property. In 1890 fines to the amount of £1,795 were received 
by the appellant, as agent for the trustees of the will, from lessees of the 
estate, out of which £906 was paid on deposit into the London and West- 
minster Bank at interest ; £44 was payable for interest upon this deposit. 
‘g This sum of money was placed in the bank temporarily on deposit as 
ie received, and remained there until required for permanent investment. 
Re pases Beg merge agreed to pay income tax on the £44 interest, but con- 
4 that the fines had, by being deposited in the bank, been applied 
as productive capital on which a profit had arisen chargeab'e under the 
Income Tax Acts, and that the amount so applied should be discharged 

the ts liable to assessment, according to the proviso to the rule 

set out. It was contended by the surveyor that this placing the 

in the bank on deposit was not an application as productive capital 
the meaning of the Act, as the money was only placed there 
until ro sagen for permanent investment, and he accordingly 

included the sum in his assesement, and on appeal the commissioners con- 
firmed it. oc see apa appeal it was argued for the appellant that, 
& profit having y arisen on the amount deposited, it was productive 
within the meaning of the proviso. For the Crown it was said the 

of the Act was to exempt money laid out in a ¢ manner 
producing advantage to the land in respect of which the fines were pay- 


from 
above 
money 
within 





able, such as tillage or buildings, and that money lent was not productive © 
capital within the proviso. § 

Waruicut, J.—I think this appeal must fail. I doubt whether the pro- | 
viso to the rule in question does more than give the commissioners a dis- © 
cretionary power to discharge the amount applied in the manner indicated, © 
I do not say any more on tbat point except that I think that even if the 7 
commissioners were wrong they are not bound to discharge the whole 
sum. The grounds on which I think the case ought to be decided are 7 
different. The words of the oer must be read according to the ~ 
ordinary use of language, and I think that they clearly imply somethi a 
more than a mere temporary deposit in a bank. Tbe first vol a 
importance is ‘‘ applied.’’ I do not think that that word covers a deposit — 
in a bank made for a temporary purpose, that is, until an ‘‘ application” ~ 
in the true sense of the word is afterwards made. Neither do I think that ~ 
the words “‘ productive capital ”’ — to such a deposit. I think these * 
words denote a source of income other than a mere temporary loan carry- ~ 
ing interest. a 

Cotuins, J.—I am of the same opinion. I admit it is impossible to 
define precisely what the Legislature intended by these words: but I do 
not think that they cover a temporary deposit in a bank. There must be 
at least an element of permanence. I think that where the deposit is 
made for a period of suspense until the depositor has made up his mind 
how he will apply the money, it cannot be said to be applied as productive 
capital. For these reasons I agree that this appeal must be dismissed. 
Appeal dismissed.—Counsgt, Bucknill, Q.C., and £. H. Pollard ; Lockwood, 
8.G., and Danckwerts. Sottcrrors, Hulberis § Hussey ; The Solicitor of 
Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Ditx, Barrister-at-Law.]) 











MORANT (SURVEYOR OF TAXES) (Appellant) ». THE WHEAL GREN- 
VILLE MINING CO. (Respondents)—22nd November. 


Revenvue—Income Tax—Degpvucrions—Cost-sook Mintinc Company—Ex- 
PENDITURE FOR SINKING NEW SHart—CapPiTaL AND Prorits—INcome Tax 
Act (5 & 6 Vicr. c. 35), s. 100, Scuzpuxz D, rue 3. 


This was an appeal by the Crown, raising a question as to the mode of 
assessing a ‘* cost-book’’ mine to the income tax under Schedule D. The 
mine in question was within the Stannaries of Cornwall, and was worked 
by a company of adventurers upon the cost-book principle. There were 
600 shares, the shareholders as between themselves participating in profits 
and losses according to the number of shares held by them respectively, 
but, as itors, each shareholder being liable for the whole de 
te) . ‘Chere was no spec ount of capital, and no capi ; 
account was kept. If the expenditure exceeded the receipts a call was 
made upon each share of the amount necessary to meet the loss. If the 
receipts exceeded the expenses the profit was divided pro ratd by the declara- 
tion of a dividend. In the present case an additional engine and a new 
shaft had been made, at a cost of £15,000, and a call of £2 10s. per share 
had been made to meet this expenditure. The old part of the mine was 
worked as before, and the profit divided as it accrued. It was sought 
by the company to bring in portions of the call which had been expended 
in reduction of the five years’ average of profits, on the ground that the 
outlay was a necessary expense incurred in working the mine. The surveyor 
maintained that the expense was mainly an expenditure of capital, and could 
not be deducted from the profits under 5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, s. 100, Schedule D, 
rule 3. The commissioners, however, allowed the appeal, being of 
opinion that in cost-book mines there was no such thing as capital, and 
that there could be no profit on the working until every expense had first 
been met, and they accordingly reduced the assessment. The Commis- 
sioners did not state whether the expenditure in question was part of the 
necessary expenses of working the mine. On the part of the Crown it was 
argued that the view of the commissioners that there was no capital in 
the case of a cost-book mine was wrong, and that the capital of sucha 
mine was the assets of all the shareholders; and, further, that the 
cost of sinking a shaft was capital expenditure, and could not be 
deducted in estimating profits : Coltness Iron Co. v. Black (6 App. Cas. 313), 
Addie’s case (4 Court of Sess. Cas., vol. 2, p. 431). For the respondents it 
was contended that such expenditure as this could be deducted provided 
it was made during the five years’ period; no profits could have been 
earned unless this expenditure had been incurred. 

Waricurt, J.—The commissioners seem to have allowed this appeal upon 
the ground that in a cost-book mining company there is no such thing as 
capital. I think that they were clearly wrong in so holding. There is no 
difference in principle in that respect between a cost-book mining compen 
and any other mining company. Section 60 (Schedule A), rule 3, of the 
Income Tax Act provides for the assessment of the annual gains of mines 
of coal, tin, lead, and other mines on an average of the five preceding 
years, and Schedule D of section 100, rule 3, enacts that ‘in estimating 
the balance of profits and chargeable under Schedule D, or for the 

urpose of assessing the duty thereon, no sum shall be set against or 

Teducted from . . . such profits or gains . . for any sum 

eroployed or intended to be employed as capital in such trade, manufacture, 
adventure, or concern.’”’ And, even apart from that last rule, 
ing that is re apital could be deducte 
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of anew mine, I cannot think that this would be so. Here we have no | It was argued on behalf of W. Page that he had agreed to the amount 
information as to the facts on this question, and if it is desired to argue | under pressure. 
that question the case must go back for a further finding of the commis-| Norru, J., held that the order to tax must be with costs. 
sioners. This was not the delivery of « bil within the Attorneys Act. 

Con.1Ns, sp their of the same opinion. The manner in which a | 0% moantly, Wi Be 8 ae 
compan keep their capital can meee me difference as to whether a BG 
the opinions of Lord | Browne ¢ 
which ed to decide aving regard to the o ° 
Cairns and Lord Blackburn in sina ththotee case, I think that we ought to (Reported by J. Anraua-Pacs, Barrister-at-Law.] 
have further information as to aS eat of this shaft was 
necessary for the working of the mine. aes of a shaft 

| we would be be capital expenditure (ddaie’e ca) 8 Tagres with W tJ 
ed where this would not so. Appeal a 
leave pend os to have the case restated by the commissioners on the int LAW SOCIETIES, 
referred ‘toi-—-OounseL, Lockwood, 8G., and Danckwerts; E. H. GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE BAR. 
Soricrrons, The Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; Henry Rogers, Helston. The following re has bee , . os toned j 
[Reported by T. R. C. Dix, Barrister-at-Law.] ought to be heard thnse ielges of the Cos the nage 8 (see the 
Attorney-General’s letter dated 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re MARSH, Ex parte THE TRUSTEE—Vaughan Williams, J., 27th 
November. 


Banxruprcy—Practice—Costs—Smatt Banxruptcy—Review or TAXATION 
—Banxrvrptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), ss. 72, 73, 121—Banx- 
ruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 71), s. 15—Banxruptcy Ruxzs, 1886, 
RULES 112 (2), 124 





he ze 
compelled to take litigious ‘antenliade in the course of the administra- 
tion of the estate, in which he was unsuccessful. The  —- of the 
coun nllowe of 
a ; fey <x the 

amount allowed by two-fifths, following rule 112 (2), “whens the 
~ncomerdie moet of the debtor do not exceed the sum of £300, a lower scale 
of solicitors’ costs shall be allowed in all proceedings under the Act in which 
costs are payable out of the estate, namely, three-fifths of the charges 
ordinarily allowed, disbursements being added.” The trustee appealed. 

Vavenan WriiiaMs, J., dismissed the appeal. His lordship said that he 
felt compelled to uphold the decision of the taxing master, but that he did 
so with regret, Seems he doubted whether rule 112 was intended to apply 
to litigious proceedings, but in the face of the decision in Re Procter, 
Ex parte The Board of Trade (39 W. R. 655, 8 Morr. 251) he did not feel 
justified in holding that it ia not so apply. He hoped that this rule 
would be set right, for at present it appeared to conduce to the following 
anomalies, namely, that if a trustee is successful in a litigious proceed- 
ing he recovers the full amount of costs for the estate, but if he I loses he 
can only get the reduced amount out of the estate ; ‘and, further, sup- 
posing the trustee succeeds against an insolvent litigant, and the costs are 
taxed on the higher scale, then, as the loser cannot pay, the solicitor 
comes upon the estate for his costs, and can only recover upon the lower 
scale, or less than he would have got had the 1 party been iene 
It would be far better that the scale of costs should be the same, whether 
given against the estate or the other party to the litigation.—Counsz1, 
R. W. Barnett; Muir Mackenzie. Souricrrons, 4. G. Foulkes ; Solicitor to 
the Board of Ti rade. 


| Reported by P. M. Francxs, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re HULBERT & CROWE (SOLICITORS, &c.)—North, J., 22nd 
November. 


Practice—TaxationN—Drart Bru sent To FACILITATE AGREEMENT— 
Common Orpger to Tax—Acrexp Costs. 

This was ¢ arge the er that had been obtained 

It for pod A : ~~ > Se \« : US > 4 . A - ° . 


‘ ne . 

etiam. aghinas “his son, William Page, for a dissolution OT 

@ notice of motion for a receiver in the action came on ‘ore the 
judge on the 15th of August. The motion stood over by consent until the 
22nd of August in view of negotiations between the parties. On the 15th 
of August a draft agreement was sent by Messrs. Hulbert & Crowe, 
solicitors to Mr. R. Page, to the defendant’s solicitors, followed two days 
later by a draft bill of costs. The letter stated that the bill of costs was 
sent for the perusal of the defendant's solicitors that they nage 
an amount for insertion in the agreement. Some negotiations f 
and on the 21st of August the agreement, which contained the f 
clause, was si by the plaintiff.and defendant: ‘‘ The costs of 






i 


pe 


action and of this agreement and of the notice of F wcpae ge for the 
London Gazette shall be paid by the said W. Page. The said action shall’ 
on the signing hereof be stayed, and the motion therein shall be 


withdrawn. All the said costs to be- paid, one- in a fortnight 
the date when tke same shal! be delivered to him or his PBT one- 
in a month from that time. Such costs being agreed at £45.’ On the 
27th of August William Page obtained the common order for taxation of 
the bill, which order Messrs. Hulbert & Crowe now moved to eet aside. 


Ought tbe heard before Uhes 


We ney think all 
pay three ju . But if any 
° think the follo the least 
“Cus referred to Judicature 


20th November, 1894. 


The councl have considered. the quetion iid "befor » them by the 


result is to take ehinitiie tiiiiieidins aise 
and the great majority of those ‘teat consi vill be 


to the Court 


Act, 


namely, cases of arora he or refusing an injunction or receiver. 
All “ or procedure ” if x fall 
within the description of * fizally concluding the fights of the parties.” 








1894, 
Alariips P bet 
" utton 
Allison, F; Tunels Boney, B.A. 
Atkins, Arthur Shirley 
Atkinson, Charles 


Atkinson, James, B.A. 

Attlee, Robert Bravery, B.A. 

Balsdon, Richard Ernest Cawsey 

Barlow, Evan 

Barnard, Harold Granville, B.A. 
Leonard 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
The heey candidates (whose names are in order) were 
the Intermediate Examination 


held onthe 8th of November, 
Clements, Herbert Wiliam 


g 


, Samuel Howard 
ae 
Desk Ar Gerald Charles Johnston 


David Oswald, B.A. 
Davies, John 
Dawson, Harold Worrall 
tok ee tae 


Dodahon Edwin, LL.B. 

= Withers 

yeon, 

Eccles, Malcolm 

Elder, Robert William 

sateen ie Martin, B.A. 

Farwell, Frederick Arthur 
Arthur B.A. 


, William Frederick Ashby 
Ford, Harold Gover 


Fie fog ie 
Glee, 


a Ooprick 


eal 


Ey 
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ye 


Hollis, Mercer 


H 
Hove, William John Bloomfield 


meen Ratan Frederick os B.A. 
Garmsto 


Price, William Edward 

Pritchard, Henry Gibbon 

Pullan, Walter 

Redhead, Claude Edward Allen 
Richardson, Joseph Ashfield 
Roberts, Francis Edmund Villeneuve 


Hyde, Francis Russell, B.A. 

Jackson, Donaldson Bell Robinson, George Sampson 
Jackson, James Charles Rodway, Rowland Henry 
J George Edward, B.A. Roos, Gustaf Oscar, B.A. 
Jolly, ur Adams Russell, Robert Stanley 
Jones, Arthur Daniel Rylance, Richard Patteson 


Sandy, Thomas Guinan 
Satterthwaite, William Henry, B.A. 
Schmidt, George Martin 

Scruton, Walter 

Searl, Percy Bruce 

Shepherd, William Lewis, B.A. 
Shires, Gilbert Cecil 

Simpson, Francis Joseph 

Smith, James Hall 

Spencer, Edmund Tyndale 
Spencer, James Ernest Holt, B.A. 
Stenning, Edward Herbert 


enry 
Joynson, John Henry 
Judson, Henry Darnton 
Kennedy, Pitt Shadwell Portales 
omas Halliwell 

Kine, "Austin Michael 
King, George Hall 
Kitson, Henry Lane 
int oe d Geo 

yton, Reginal rge 
Leach, Godfrey, B.A. 
Lee, Arthur Herbert 


Lickorish, Austin Aloysius Sword, Henry Cambronne 
Liddle, Victor Bertram Syrett, Clarence Goullee 
Linnell, Frank Gardiner Tahourdin, Charles Baynard 
Lloyd, John Taylor, Domville Mason 


Lucas, Hubert Charles Taylor, Joseph 
Lucas, Samuel ys 


eesdale, John Hermann 


’ 
McLeod, Wilfrid Thimbleby, Frank 
Mander, Harry Iliffe Thomas, Charles 
Marks, Alfred David Thomas, B.A. Thomas, Edward 
uis, Robert Thompson, Henry Roderick 
, William Harold Thompson, Vincent, B.A. 


Massey, Austin Frederick 
Maye, Jeffery Bowden 
Mennell, George Henry 
Merriman. Frederick William 
Meyler, Hugh Mowbray 
Morrison, Sydney Bruce 

M Bydney A Ashurst 


’ 
Nicbst, Hugh Adair 
Nix, Hi John 
Oates, Arthur 
O’Brien, Lucius Frederic 
O'Donnell, Patrick Michael 


Totile, Walter 

Turner, Montagu Cecil Scott, B.A. 
Upton, Ralph Daubeny, B.A. 
Upton, Thomas Everard Tichborne 
Vinall, Hugh John 

Walbrook, Angus Fraser Oakley 
Warren, Herbert George 

Way, Norman Bannister 

Webb, Maurice Lancelot, B.A. 
Webster, Reginald 

Weld, Francis Joseph 

West, Charles Eliot 

Westmacott, Charles Rendel, B.A. 


q Walter Searle Whitelock, Arthur Radclyffe, B.A. 
ouse, William Aldis Whitton, William Ernest, B.A. 
eo Thomas Wickham, Alfred 
George Arthur Charles * Wilkin, Henry Eugene 
Phillive, John Samuel Williams, Edward Percy 


Pott, George Stanley, B.A. 
Potter, Frederick Charles 

Pratt, Arthur Torrens, B.A. 
Preston, Harold George Eustace 


Wilson, Henry Barker 
Wood, Francis Cecil John 
Wood, John Crewe 
Wood, Percy 





Frvau Examination. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
—" the Final Examination held on the 6th and 7th November, 
Abberley, William Heath 
ee Gane Hamp 
Addison, Geo George 
Anthony, William Sidney 
nara — Rowse, B.A. 


Bastia, yor Derrick, William Tenison 

Beales, ‘Charles Arthur, B.A. Digby, Seymour Wyatt 
James Dixon, Percy William 

Boucher, Humphrey Bowen Trevel-Doyle, Arthur John 


yan Eddowes, George Rose 
Bowdler, John Charles Henry Edwards, John James 


Coombs, Thomas Henry 
Cowper, James Johnstone 
Cree, Herbert Edward, B.A. 
Creech, William Harry 
Davies, William Arthur 
Davey, William Conway 


William James Ellison, Theodore Walter 
, Ernest James Hamilton Ennion, Sidney John 
Herbert Allen Fenner, Leonard Pleasants 
Oscar Fisher, John 


Browne, 
sag 7 H Ashwell Flick, Sydney Richard 
re ward Flower, Ralph Wickham 
Carter, Edmund Sardinson DashwoodForbes, William Henry Kemball 
— William Fordati, George Basil 
John Forster, John James 
Obind, Charice John Mead Fox, Harry 
ates William Geo: Francomb, John Stanley 
ward Geoffrey, B.A., LL.B.Gedge, John Augustus 
Clarence, George Clement, LL.B. Gowing, Herbert Manley 
Ceyhila, James Menzies Green, Richard Malcolm, B.A. 
ed M.A. Orimwade, Harold William Francis 


Colagra, Hs Hayward, "Frederick Richard William 


Heelis, W: 
Cooke, George Thomas Honstick, Frank Woodiwis 








ag Patrick Henry Platt, Ed 
Hiley, Lewis, B.A. Prentice, Noel, B.A. 
Hill, John jamin Bishop Price, — B.A. 
Hillman, Hubert James Provis, Wilton F: Montague 
Hodgson, Charles William Allan Riccard, Norman eT 
Holley, Edward Richards, Louis Saurin, LL.B. 
Hopper, Arthur Johnson Roberts, Charles W 
Hornsby, Thomas Roberts, ick Richard, M.A., 
ea Hh William Arthur — .B. a s 
Dempster binson, Percy James Hall 
Hulbert, Jk John, B Rose, Edgar Morison, LL.B. 
Irwin, William George Sharman, 
Janson Halsey Arthur Powell, B.A 
Jenkins, Robert Montagu Slack, William Jeremy 
Jones, Edwin Harold aa Edward Joseph 
Jones, Frederick George Smith, Edmund 
Karuth, Cecil Frank Smyth, John, B.A 
Kendall, Alfred 8 , Henry Binyon 
Killick, Henry, B. , Tom Stanle 
Knee, Alfred William Colston Stevens, Edward Headland 
illiam Steward, Hi 


y 
Stone, ~~ oe Arthur, M.A. 


Mason, Frederick 
Middlemist, William Septimus 


Syms, ym 
Morgan, Charlton Elliot Taylor, P i 
Morris, big - Tijou Ge Lees Heuben 
Morrison, enry Stanley, B.A., ou, George 
Mumford, ; vaumnuen Charice Louis 

Ps 

Neck, Gencal Heel Venmore, John 
Nelson, William George Fraser Waterlow, William Alfred 
Newbaid, Charles Henry Wateon, Ludwig Henry Cradock 
Newsom, Sam James Watts, Edwin 
Nonweiler, Arthur Henry David Welch, Arthur 
Nowell, Thomas Baron Whetham, Austen 
Nunn, Harry, B.A White, Herbert Leonard 
Nuttall, Ernest Albert Willett, Herbert Burrows, B.A. 
Oo veimer, Albert Martin by, Roland Moffatt Perowne, 


P ouse, Charles LL.B. 


Patefield, William Wilson, Bertie 
Pearce, Alfred James Wilson, Joseph Hutchinson, B.A. 
Pheasant, Ernest William Woodwark, de Oourcy 


LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupgnts’ Desatrnc Socrery.—Nov. 27—Chairman, Mr. A, E. 
Clarke.—The subject for debate was, ‘‘ That the case of Helby v. Matthews 


(1894, 2 Q. B. 262) was wrongly decided.” Mr. Thomas Do 

in the affirmative. Mr. Dickson seconded in the affirmative. "< —= 
ing members also , Waterson, Neville 
Tebbutt, H. Harcourt, and ©. P. R. Young in the oy yang Nimmo, 
Sherwood, O. A. Anderson, Pag oy and Rupert Blagden in affirmative. 
The question was answered in the negative by eight votes. The subject 


for debate at the next meeting of the , on Tuesday, December 4, 
is, ‘‘ That capital punishment should be forthwith abolished.” 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
ORDERS OF TRANSFER. 


Orpzr or Court. 
Monday, the 26th day of Roventeet, 1894. 


Whereas, from the t state of the business before Mr. Justice 


- — on ae 
the said Mr. Justice Chi Mr. Justice North, . Justice Stirling 
to Mr Fontar Hetane, for the Geeniae aay of hearing or of trial, and be 


FIRST SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Currrv. 


1893. 
ae es ae Bank v Trustees, Executors, &c, Corpn ld 1893 I 
28 


1894. 

Davis v Jewell 1894 D 60 —°* 
Buss v Buss 1894 B 840 April 13 

In re Bateson Johnson v 1898 B 5,928 


Bateson June 4 
Robinson ¥ Olapp 1894 R 228 July 26 
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nlock 


dock 


3. A. 
Perowne, 


B.A. 


r. A, E. 
Matthews 
8 opened 
r. Gween 
e follow- 
1, Neville 
Nimmo, 
firmative. 
e subject 
ember 4, 


1893 I 


Dec. 1, 1894. 


€ 











Mallison v uith 1894 M 266 August 2 
In re Butterfield Butterfield v Packett 1893 B 5,860 August 8 
Leonhardt & Cov Kalle & Co 1894 L 1,272 August 8 
Brewerton v Townend 1892 B 5,225 August 10 
leev Lee 1894 L 782 August 13 
Gilbey v Gilbey 1893 G 1,691 October 22 
Yowles v Colmer 1894. V 351 October 23 
Lambton v Cox 1894 L 1,391 October 24 
Jourdan v Newton 1894 J 808 October 25 
nviewis 1893 S 4,145 October 26 
Ford’s Hotel Co ld v Met Electric Supply Co, ld 1892 F 300 October 30 
In re Mandall’s Patent, No 6,178 of A D 1893, and Patents, Designs, &c, 
Act (petn ordered to be set down in Witness List) October 31 
Parkinson v Foster 1894 P 652 November 2 
Humber & Co ld v Humber Safety Unicycle Co ld 1894 H 1,447 
November 2 : 
Free v Rodwell 1894 F 254 November 5 
King v King 1894 K 386 November 5 
Balkwill v Leominster Gas and Coke Cold 1893 B 3,404 November 6 
Balcombe v Lewis 1894 B 2,134 November 6 
Lewis v The Anglo-Sardinian Antimony Cold 1893 L 809 November 12 
Elliot, Pearce, & Co v Phillips 1894 E 567 November 13 


SECOND SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Norrn. 
1894. 

Attorney-Gen v North Met Trams Co 1892 A 657 July 19 
Attorney-Gen v Harlow 1894 A 667 August 4 
Lockyer v Harvey 1894 L 1,110 August 4 
Onslow v Manchester, Sheffield, & Ry Co 1894 O 306 August 8 
Colman v Boyd 1894 © 1,959 August 8 
Helmore v Rugg 1894 H 2,442 August 9 
Hanna v Wilson 1894 H 1,887 August 10 
Leigh v Devas 1893 L 3,124 August 10 
Eddison v Jarmain 1894 E 684 August 11 
Sibley v Plaskitt 1893 S 3,504 August 11 
Blockley v Sheard 1894 B 2,253 A t 11 
Somervell Bros v Abbott & Sons 1894 1,745 August 14 
Hamlyn v Provident Clerks’ Mutual Life Assce Assoc 1894 H 2,483 
August 15 
In re Aldridge Miller v Aldridge 1893 A 933 August 21 
Sharman v London and S W Money, Credit, and Discount Co, ld 1894 
8 2,650 August 29 
Hannam v Lawson 1894 H 1,125 August 31 
Armstrong v Monkhouse 1893 A 721 Sept 19 
Armstrong v Monkhouse 1893 A 722 Sept 19 
Armstrong v Monkhouse 1893 A 723 Sept 19 
Marvin v Taylor 1894 M 1,322 Sept 24 


THIRD SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Srm.ime. 
1894. 
Lawton v Beutner & Co 1894 L 466 July 4 
Wansey, Bowen & Cov Donisthorpe 1894 W 649 July 4 
In re Pickies, Wilkinson v Pickles 1893 P 2,041 July 19 
Cridland v 1893 C 2,845 July 20 
Eaton v Bale 1893 E 1,599 July 30 
Moon v Harris 1894 M 118 A 
Bocquet v Suter & Co 1894 B 457 August 2 F 
Mortgage Insurance Corporation, ld v North and South Wales Bank, ld 
1894 M 1,383 August 2 
Pritchard v Millar 1894 P 524 August 4 
Bruce v Paterson 1894 B 2,108 August 10 
Lidiard v Bennett 1894 L 883 August 11 
Railway Debenture Trust Oo, 1d v Mexican Southern Railway, 1d 1893 
R 1,592 August 11 
Blockley v Bayley & Ferguson 1894 B 2,841 August 11 
Lumsden v Robarts, Lubbock & Co 1894 L 1,411 August 11 
Merrett v Badham 'Badham v Merrett 1894 M 585 August 16 
Hardy, Nathan & Sons v Cruesemann 1894 H 806 A 17 
Earp v Guardians of Poor of Walsall Union 1894 E August 22 
a 1894 G 650 September 21 
v Moyle 1894 H 1,758 September 21 
Tn re Chambers, Chanibers v Chambers 1894 © 1,366 September 21 
Oooper v Stephens & Mackintosh 1894 © 1,135 October 2 
Day v Bell 1894 D 980 October 9 
Hozier v Davis 1894 H 2,579 October 24 
Shells v Goldemid 1894 S 2,658 October 25 
Lock v Gaskell 1894 L 998 October 29 


C 


Herscuzi1, 0. 


—— 


List of the seventy actions transferred to Mr. Justice Romer placed in 
the order in which they are to be heard : 


Imperial Ottoman Bank v Trustees, | Attorney-General v North Metro- 
utors, &c, Corporation, ld tan Tramways Co 
Davis v Jewell Re Pickles W: v Pickles 
Buss v Buss Cridland v 
Re Bateson Johnson v Bateson Robinson v Clapp 
Lawton v Beutner & Co Eaton v Bale 
Wansey, Bowen, & Co v Donis-| Mallison v Asquith 
thorpe Moon v Harris 








Bocquet v Suter & Co 
Mortgage Insurance Corpn, ld v 

North and South Wales Bank Armstrong Vv 
Attorney-General v Harlow ee 
Pritchard + Milla Hall y 

v Millar v Moyle . 

Re J Butterfield Butterfield v| Re Chambers Ohambers vy Cham- 
Onslow v , Sheffield, & | Marvin v Taylor 

Lincolnshire Ry Co 5 angag | Stephens v Mackintosh 
Tetahaed & Co v Kalle & Co Gilbey Gilbey 

t v v 

Helmore v Ri Vowles vy Colmer 
Brewerton v Townend Lambton v Cox 
Hanna v Wilson Hozier v Davis 
Leigh v Devas Jourdan v Newton 
Bruce v Paterson Shells v 
Eddisen v Jarmain Seaton v Lewis 
Sibley v Plaskitt Lock v Gaskell 
Blockley v Sheard Chivers v Horlock 
Liddiard v Bennett Ford’s Hotel Co, 1d v Metn Electric 
Railway Debenture Trust Co ld v ld 

Moslems Southern Railway ld sa wi No 6,178 of 
Blockley v Bayley & F 1893 Patents, Designs, 
Lee v Lee donb 98: &e Act 
Somervell Bros v Abbott & Sons Parkinson v Foster 
Hamlyn v Provident Clerks’ Mutual | Humber & Co, ld vy Humber Safety 

Life Assurance Association U Co, ld 
Merrett v Badham Badham v| Free v Rodwell 

ray, N Ballteill 
Hardy, Nathan, & Sons v Oruese- v Gas & Coke 


mann 
Re Aldridge Miller v 
v Guardians of Poor of Waleall | Lewis v Anglo-Sardinian Antimony 


nion Co, La 

Sharman v London and South- | Eliot Pearce & Oo v Phillips 
Western Money, Oredit, and Dis- 
count Co, ld 








Oxpsr or Covrr. 
Wednesday, the 21st day of November, 1894. 


I, the Right Honourable Farrer, Baron Lord High - 
cellor of Great Britain, do order that the action of ‘‘ George 
Washington Charlwood and ) v. The Leasehold Invest- 
wae lg we age ite 1, shall be trans- 
ferred from Honourable Mr. Justice North to the Honourable Mr. 
Justice Vaughan Williams. Hunscraxz, 0. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Jouw Pacer ust, ae has been appointed Assistant 
Solicitor to the Treasury. succession to the Hon. H. J. A. Ouffe, 
appointed Solicitor to the Treasury. Mr. Mellor was called to the bar in 
1886, and has practised on the Midland Circuit. 

reporters in the Queen’s Bench Division 

the Wzrxty Rerorrsr. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vtion 


Ws Arxry and Roszrt Etiorr Herszrtson, solicitors, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Nov. 1. [@asette, Nov. 23. 


GENERAL, 


The Solicitor-General has 
members of the North-Eastern 


an invitation to dine with the 
at the Hétel Métropole on 


January 12. 

a enous von ght Q.0., toe Doak Eaean ioeemne of the 
onourab Temple ensuing succes- 

sion to Mr. To bowla, Q.0. = 


offices of the Railway and Canal Commission 
wee be seer en Oe ne ee 
Justice, Strand, W.C., on and after Monday 

Lord Justice Kay is still confined to his room, and is reported to be 
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slow It is announced that he will not resume his 
abet ine bench oe any present sittings. 


Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams has announced that, having to assist in 
dealing with the Revenue Paper, he would not sit this week for company 
work, and that ail petitions and other applications in company matters 
fixed for last Wednesday would be taken on the following Wednesday. 


In consequence of the — of business at the York Assizes, the 
ee day at the Assizes will be gm from Monday, the 
poms pe 4 Tuesday, the 4th of December. ustice Charles will pro- 
ceed with the omg ad civil business there on Wednesday, December 5, 
while Mr. Justice will try prisoners, of which there is a very heavy 


At the commencement of business in Chancery Court No. 3 last week, 
says the St. James's Gazette, an application was made for the postponement 
of a case from Wednesday iast to December 8. Mr. Justice Romer said that 
those in charge of the cases now seemed anxious, as soon as they were nearly 

them deferred. The parties ought to be ready, and he 

he could grant the application. Counsel said the case was 

ame on sooner than had been expected, and it was not an action that 

had been pending for any length of time. Finally his lordship assented 

to the postponement; but he objected because there have been several 
similar requests during the past t or four days. 

The St. James’s Gazette says that a strike amongst lawyers in the 
Holland Division of Lincolnshire is attracting a considerable amount of 
attention. The county council, in the scale of charges for the forth- 

parish and district councils elections, fixed the remuneration of 

officers at a guinea for each election, but the legal profession 

have refused to act on these terms. At Holbeach the clerks to the 

guardians and the local board ceased work, and the county council are 

called upon vide a returning officer. The clerks of several other 

places have declined ¢ these terms, and in some cases the difficulty is being 
met by increases of salary 


Under the capers of the Lord Chief Justice, says the Daily Telegraph, 
better days are dawning for the English juryman. For long these 
— cldstns have been treated as the only persons in the community 

who possessed no rights. Bullied by ushers, cooped up in the most 
uncomfortable seats procurable, they were regarded as faepely things to be 
lectured at and kept away from their homes and their business as long as 
ae with little or no pay. Times are changing. For example, in the 
Chief Justice’s court it transpired that the two first cases set down 
for hearing before rhe vgn hy jury had been settled. When the second 
announcement was the learned judge remarked to the counsel 
— in it that he hoped they had oe vided for the jury. He thought 
such cases the a having mn summoned and in attendance, 
ought to be paid. He forgotten to mention this matter in the last 
case. Counsel on both sides concurred in the suggestion of the Lord 
Chief Justice, and the jury received their usual fee. 


Op and Rare Fre Insurance Pontcres, &c., wanted to complete a 
— by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London.— 
DVT. 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota ov Reoistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 





Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
Sebddacuseseees ted 3 Mr. Carrington Mr. Pugh Mr. Ward 
ie Beal Pemberton 
Carrington Pugh Ward 
Beal Pemberten 
Pugh Ward 
Beal Pemberton 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewicu. Romer. 
Mr. Godfrey Mr. Rolt 
Leach Farmer 
Godfrey Rolt 
Leach Farmer 
Godfrey Rolt 
Leach Farmer 











Wanrnineo To rntenpinc House Purcuasers anp Lessees.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoro ropghly 
Examined by an Expert from The Sanitary Scetonethar Co. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 guineas; 
(Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gaszetie.—Fatvay, Nov. 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LawiTep rm cys 
Qa resented Nov 21, directed 

y, Dec 5. Trinder & caret at rnhill, solors. Notice of 
ust reach the ‘abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


H. M. Newman & Co, Limrren—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 20, directed to be 
heard on Dee 5. & Cosens, 9, Finsbury cireus, solors for petner. Notice of 


Burgess 
seeeering must reach the abovensinal not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 








SerReii i yey Six pocorn gow Co, a eager Poe oe 
%. to send their 
F. O. Ritz, 34, Nicholas ae 


liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Cow ey Bewerit Socrrty, Nelson Inn, Cowley, Oxford. Nov 17 
Lova “— or Suaron Lopes, Order of Druids, Hare 
‘ov 10 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 27 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoorep mm Cuancery. 
Grestey Brewery, Lonrep—Petn for winding 
heard on Dec 5. Baker & Co, 117, Cannon st, solors for . Notice of appearing 
mnst reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Dec 4 
Hoox Pxyevmatic Tyre Co, Lamrrep—The petn for winding up directed to be heard on 
alba omens, pg eee pe ee SS eee use, 
yard, solors for petner otice of appearing must re e abovenamed not 
later then ¢ ochek th the oiherncon of Dec 4 
INTERNATIONAL yom png ~y Lourep — Petn for windin; up, presented Nov 9, 
directed to eard on Fryer, 27, Charles st, St James’s, solor for petner, 
eS saponins must pk the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the after. 
noon 
Josern Tinx, Liarrep—Petn for winding up, ited Nov 26, directed to be heard on 
Dec 5. Smiles & Co, 15, Bedford row, wr, agents for for .- & Elliot, Walsall, solors for 
les & Co. not later than 6 o’clock 


8. Notice of appearing must 
the afternoon of Dec 4 
Loxpvow Mustc Pus.isaive Co, lomene for winding up, presented Oct 3, directed 
to be heard on Dec 5. Flower & Co, 1, Gt Winchester st, solors for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Lospow Reat Property Acency, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 26, 
directed to be heard on Dec 5. Neale, 28, Queen st, Cannon st, solor for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon 0 4 

Nationa Fivayncrat Corporation, Liarrep—Petn for win up, presented ior 
directed to be heard on Dec 5. Upton & Britton, 51, Lincoln’s inn fi solors fi 


petners. ‘Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the ; 
afternoon of Dec 4 


Sr. Law cach Lumszr Co, Lanse Cones required, on or before Jan 24, to send 
thei and addresses, d particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Cooper, 
14, rge st, Mansion Bang & Son, 10, Philpot lane, solors for liquidator 

Weert Loren, 91 and 93, Weston st, Bolton—Creditors are requi on or before 

Mond: ay, Dee 24, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 

—-= Ne Ralph Walter Partington, 8, Silverwell st, Bolton. Russell, Bolton, solor for 

quis rs 
Unstmirep tn CHANCERY. 
sy Conxiix Mortaace Trust Co—Petn for ro’ $B presented Nov 24, directed 
ge pa on Wednesday, Dec 5. Saunders & leman st, solors for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the ak os later than 6 o’clock in the after- 


noon of Dec 4 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Bacaworts Risixe Frienpiy Society, Barrel Inn, Bagworth, Leics. Nov 17 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fariway, Nov. 23. 
Avpgrsoy, Rosgrt Harrorru, Hull, Gent Dec 24 Buckton, Hull 
Cramp, Cement, Cranbrook, Builder Dec15 Hinds & Son, Goudhurst 
Eytwistix, Rronarp, Old Burlington st Dec24 Dowson & Co, Bedford row 
Farranp, Josepu, Lancaster Dec 21 Russell, Bolton 
Fox-Srraveways, Heyny, Silverton Jan1 Buckingham & Co, Exeter 
Franon, Atrrep, Rotherham, Butcher Jan10 Pashley & Hodgkinson, Rotherham 
Conway, Lyxcu, West Kensington, Gent Dec31 Dommett, Gresham st 
Geruine, Janz, Brewood, Stafford Dec2i1 A G&H R Phillips, Shifnal 
Haeve, Jouy, Cranbrook, Kent Dec15 Hinds & Son, Goudhurst, Kent 
Ho.tanp, James Henry, Stretford Dec 31 Peacock & Jacques, Manchester 
Howurmnvurst, Witi1am, Edgeworth, Labourer Dec15 Dutton, Bolton 
Hvueusgs, Groner, Brighton Dec 25 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 
Janpive, Janz, Withington Jan5 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
Kaye, Rosert Wii11aM, Royal Horse Artillery Dec 31 Sayer & Colt, Hastings 
Kemp, Axwe, Louth Jani Willders & Son, Holbeach 
Lawsox, Anraurn Wetizsiey, Liandrillo Dec 31 Jones & Co, Colwyn Bay 
Lezs, Eomunp, Manchester, Gent Jan4 Heath & Sons, Manchester 
Leraseiper, Ricnarp Houmes, Bristol, Farmer Jani4 King, Bristol 
Lister, Josep, Bradford, Woolstapler Dec 31 Watson & Co, Bradford 
Marripauz, Frawx, Kingston upon Hull, Ironmonger Dec 28 Laverack & Son, Hull 
Micx.ey, Georcs, Buntingford, Tanner Forthwith Gayton & Hare, Much Hadham 
Newron, Mary, Ashton under Lyne Jan1 Tweedale & Co, Oldham 
PaRrTrRipes, poe megan, Bury 8t Edmunds, Saddler Dec 24 Woolnough & Co, 


8t 
Piar, yam Ba Buckhurst Hill, Gent Dec 20 Anning & Co, Cheapside 
Powe, James, Kentish Town Dec 31 Mills & Co, City rd 
Prance, Wii.14m, Bideford, Gent Jani Seldon, Barnstaple 
Ramspex, Davip, York Jan1 Longbottom & Sons, Halifax 
Ressirzr, Jonx, Weston super Mare, Watchmaker Dec 17 Jefferies, Bristol 
Surru, Isapetia, South Kensington Jani Foss & Ledsam, Abchurch lane 
Tayvwor, Benzamin, Gt Dunmow, Essex, Gent Decl5 Wix & Wade, Dunmow 
Tuompsoyx, Joszpn, Roos in Holderness, Butcher Dec24 J T & H Woodhouse, Hull 
Tvrnovur, Anruur Epwarp, Denbigh, Doctor Jan 20 Gold Edwards & Co, Denbigh 
Watts, Hexry Wi11.14m, Cambridge, Bookseller Dec 31 Thorpe & Perry, Nottingham 
Wamerey, Louisa Ayn, Stamford Hill Dec 31 Dommett, Gresham st 
Wuire, Exizaseru, Halesowen Dec 24 Goodman, Halesowen 
Wurrs, Ricnarp Taytor, Halesowen, Grocer Dec 24 Goodman, Halesowen 
Wriison, Aurrep Witi1am, East Farndon, Northampton Jan 16 Lovell & Co, Gray's 


inn 
Wixorn, Rw, Walsall Dec 20 Wilkinson & Co, Walsall 
Waicat, Joszrn Roserr, Sheffield, Pawnbroker Dec31 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Faivay, Nov. 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Axprew, Joun Mews, Newgate st, Clerk High Court Pet 
Oct 4 Ord Nov 2% 





Baprovskig, Weasuna, Manchester Manchest Pet Oct 
26 Ord Nov p 

Batsvox, Haxmosz, Bristol, Tailor Bristol Pet Nov 91 
Ord Nov 21 : 3 

Barker, Ratru, Jermyn st, Hotel Proprietor High Court 
Pet Novi7 Ord Nov 17 

Bouvenie Samust Hay Prerpe, Kensi: 


ngton Mansions, 

Wine Merchant High Court Pet Oct 24 = Nov 20 

Bowxett, Joux, Abercarne, Baker Newport, Mon Pet 
Nov 21 Ord Noy 21 

Bricut, snemant Pontypool, Licensed Victualler Neath 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 

Buckixry, Grawam, Brighton, Company Promoter High 
Court Pet Oct 22 Ord Nov 20 

Buckxiey, Hewry, Doncaster, Carter Sheffield Pet Nov 21 
Ord Nov 21 

Buper.y, Lyype.t Josern, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet 
Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Canver, Wiii1am Hewry, Sutton in Ashfield, Innkeeper 
Nottingham Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Carre, Samson, Batley, Engineer Dewsbury Pet Nov 
16 Ord Nov 16 

Crarke, C G, South Kensington, Hay Dealer High Court 


Pet Nov3 Ord Nov 20 
Crarper, Water, Halifax, Plumber Halifax Pet Nov 
19 Nov 20 
Cromprox, Grorcz Wasuinetrox, Southport, Printer 
Live: 1 Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 


Davies, Cuan.es, Radnor, Butcher Leominster Pet Nov 
21 Nov 21 . 
Evmonpsox, Henry, Burnley, Joiner Burnley Pet Nov 

21 Ord Nov 21 


Ex.118s, Gzorcz, Camden Town, Hatter High Court Pet 


Nov 20 Ord Noy 20 


Fisner, Joux Dean, Kirby le Soken, Farmer. Colchester 
Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 19 ‘ 
Guenpox, Margaret, Stockton on Tees, Fruiterer 


Stockton on Tees Pet Novi7 Ord Nov 17 
Guirrita, Tuomas, Bethesda, Quarryman Bangor Pet 
Nov19 Ord Nov 19 
-_—"s Jusse, Manchester Salford Pet Oct 23 Ord 
ov 19 


Hancock, Ricnarp, St Agnes, Miner Truro Pet Nov 19 
Ord Nov 19 

Hixpte, Wiiu1am, Accrington, Spinner Blackburn Pet 
Nov2i Ord Nov 21 


Horier, Hexry Ausent, Trowbridge, Grocer Bath Pet 
Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Joyvzs, Evan Owen, 1 let ne Quarryman Port- 
madoc Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 1 

Kemp, Wittram Herperrt, Leeds, Stationer Leeds Pet 
Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Late, Horatio Harry, Beckenham, Accountant High 
Court Pet Novi9 Ord Nov 19 

a Wit11am, Wednesbury, Grocer Walsall Pet Nov 

15 Ord Nov i5 

Littey, Joux, Harrow on the Hill, Gent High Court Pet 
July 6 Ord Nov 21 

Linpvus, CHARLES 7 =e I of Wight, Convict Newport 
Pet Nov5 Ord Nov i 

Marr, Grorce pacing East Retford, Grocer Lincoln 
Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Manspey, H, and E J Magniorr, Newington Green High 
Court Pet Oct 19 Ord Nov 21 

Morais, Atrzep, Burgh St Peter, Carpenter Great Yar- 
mouth Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 19 

Naytor, Evizasetu, Mirfield, Innkeeper Dewsbury Pet 
Novi19 Ord Nov 19 


OLorensHaw, Henny, Coventry, Baker Coventry Pet 
Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 
Parxtxsom, Ricnarp, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler 


Liverpool Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 19 


Paserskey, Revpex, Manchester, Waterproofer Man- 
chester Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Pickies, Witi1am Hewry, Halifax, Cab Proprietor 
Halifax Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 21 

Pircurorts, Samvugt Gaeenwoop, Eliand,Grocer Halifax 
Pet Nov16 Ord Nov 21 

- Ricnarp, York, Fitter York Pet Nov 19 Ord 

ov 19 


Rerxnarp, Aveust, Wood st, Merchant High Court Pet 
Oct 9 Ord Noy 21 

Rice, Samvet, ectingica, 
Nov 20 Nov 

ecm NatTuan Warour, aor — eat Builder 
bridge Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 2 

Tarrmxc, Janes, Gt Titchfield 4 Estate Agent High 
Court Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 19 

Taytor, Ricnarp, Ilkley, Schoolmaster Leeds Pet Nov 
20 ov 20 

Terry, WI, ry Railway Guard Depebu 
Pet Nov16 Grd Nov 1 < 

Turmay, ARTHUR Tanase Walton on Thames, Hosier 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 

Urnquuart, Francis Nicot, Seacombe, Insurance Clerk 
Birkenhead Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 

Watpex, Tuomas Encar, Southend on Sea, Baker 
Chelmsford Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

Watper, Paraick Joszru, Leeds, Frui 


Fruit Salesman Leeds 

Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 19 

Watiis, Arrnur, Aylesbury, Plumber Aylesbury Pet 
Nov 20 Nov 20 

Warox, Ropexrt, Rensactis on Tyne, General Dealer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov19 

ne bs Georce, Ilkeston Derby Pet Nov 

ov 19 


The folivutes smnepled nation ts auhetinates for that pub- 
in the London Gazette of the 9th Nov. :— 


Quarryman Blackburn Pet 
Cam- 
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ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER AND 
DISMISSING. PETITION. 


nen Ovast bet oy Sratent Pe Ay magn’ 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Arm, oon 


vi, Albert, Middlosbor Lee 5 
we... py Se Surveyor Nov 30 at 12 
Off Reo, 22, Park 


BaRRowciovuen, Pere Ye Clerk Dec 2 at 1.30 
Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 





Gairrix, Gzorer, Boston, Corn Merchant Decéat12 Off 
Ree, » & High st, Boston 

Bae, Mt ja, un, Saltburn by the Sea, Watchmaker 
Dee 5 8, Albert 

Haycocs, Ricuarp, 8t yo eam Miner Dec 1 at 12. Of 

ec, Boscawen st, Truro 

seme tbo WB Whall's, Market 2 Lynn 
at 10 PR 5 

Henrrox, Joun moe ‘Walton, Baker at 4at3 Off 

Set, Weaaen. Ardwick, Confectioner Nov 30 at 3 

en’: Manchester 


Hor Hewry Aubert, Grocer Dec5bat3 


Bank chmbrs, Corn st, 
JERRARD, Pav, Baker st, Silversmith Nov 30 at 12 
Bankru Carey st 


Cabinet Maker Dec 3 at 

Joszrn, Rees, Aberavon, Tinworker Nov 30at12 Off 
, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Laws, Horatio Haxry, Beckenham, Accountant Dec 3 at 
i bidgs, Carey st 

Farmer Decl at 4 County 


MAaAnyenrs, Cuaniorre, Tunbridge W: Dec 3 at 2.30 
& Hother, 66, Mount RE Tunbridge 


ells 
Manve., Moses, Leeds, Fruiterer Nov 30at1i1 Off Rec, 


22, row, 
Maunpen, Atraep James, Farrier Dec 5 at 11.30 
Nov 30at1 Off 


Off Rec, Bank Corn 
a 
Rec, 73, Castle st, 
Morean, Tom. Glam, Tea Dealer Nov 30 at 3 


8t Carpenter Decl at12,30 
Norwich’ 
, Jeweller Dec 1at11.30 Of 


Jounsox, Taomas, 
3.30 Off 





Lys, Fraxcis, 
court 


Morais, ALrrep 
8, 


Morais, Witu1am, 


Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 

——- Frepexicx, Tamworth, Innkeeper Dec 3 at 11 
23, Tow, 

weer —r Henny, Corn Merchant Dee 3 

Newron, Heynry, End, Provision Dealer Dec 3 at 12 
Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Ovonexsuaw, Henny, , Licensed Victualler Nov 


7, Coventry 
Jena! wen, Tobacconiat Dee 4 


Park 
1 
Parxisow, Victualler Deo 
5at3 Off oo, Vio Lavergot 


Pickies, WILLIAM ¥, Dec 3 
at Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 

Pircnyortu, Samus. Elland Dec 3 at 11.30 
ee ee 


Porriseen, Wniiam Hewry, Bristol, Billiard Table 
Maker Dec 5 at 12 Off Rec, Bank’ chmbre, Corn st, 


Bristol 
Baiy, Sea, Tem, Wile Dee 3 at 12.30 Off Reo, 
Ross, Emmet Homes, New Broad a Dec3at12 Bank- 
Tg ~ >: an lmanal Decsat4 Off 


sorgaaie ort, aol Wass , Guisborough, 


TLutam SourTnory, 
hen “tat 11 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Tarwos, W: Wandsworth, Agent Nov 30 
M1L90 ‘Dt Hallway cpp London Betton 
Wagene, Dees, Seveute, Shoe Denes Dec 1 at 12.30 


me 


Wuestpox, Wittiax Milanese Manu- 
facturer Nov 30 at 3 Rec, 8t James’s chmbrs, 


“ae Deciati2 Of 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


a xRT, Friday st, 
hs wor boat it “Bankrapty Bg, Carey ot Dec 1 at | 


Bg.iamy, Jony Burton on Trent, Builder Dec 1 
at11.45 Midland Station st, Burton on Trent 
Bazatey, Joux, Bristol, Boot 5 at 

12.30 Off Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Cuarmay, Gronce Hexry, —— House Agent 
Nov 30 at 11 Off Reo, 4, Pa oie 
ATES, RT N on Grocer Dec 

5at3 Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, 

Coram, Anruur Joun, Sunni Farm Dec 3 at 
pl Lore yg 

Eowarps, Epwarp Hewry, Bristol, Des 5 at 1 

Bank Corn st, Bristol 

Garvser, WALTER, Plumber Dec 3atil Off Rec, 
Townhall 

Gostiixe, Joux Cusirr, Gt Tower st, Cement Merchant 
Nov 30 atll Ba: bldgs, Carey st 

Goopwix, JaMEs, Dec 8 at 3 Spencer 

& Hother, 66, Mt Tunbridge Wells 

PRB, Tuomas, Coal Merchant Nov 30 at 

12.15 Bell Hotel, 





Pet Nov 16 wg ; 
Doowan,. 22 Canton st, Printer High 
ire “yg Dealer Sheffield. Pet 


cutter in Ashfield, Innkeeper 
oe veer! } ly | Pet Nov 
oie Forest Gate, Builder High Court 


Grocer. Walsall Pet Oct 27 Ord 
ote ie Halifax, Plumber Halifax Pot Nov- 
Wasumctox, Southport, Printer 


Pet Nov2i Ord Nov 21 
Davey Radnor, Butcher Leominster Pet Nov 


Hork Ardwick, Iron Moulder Manchester 
Pet Nov 19 
, Trowbridge, Grocer Bath Pet 


J Ev 9 
ities Beer tater se TMS 

—~——e ee Leeds Pet 

La 
tees ee nt 

me) Hast Retford, Grocer Lincoln 

' Gt Yi 

wot Ae SED soap Doe 
re act 


w, Coventry, Licensed Victualler 
Coventry Bet Ney 30 Ord Nov 20 

Parxrinsow, gpeeeet Viteatier Liver- 

Paserskey, Revpes, ier, Waterproote Man- 


Prrgtvonra, Banter, GunesWoon, Hand, Yorks Halifax 


vam ee Stee Bristol Pet Noy 13 
Pound Nov 18 ~ 


Reap Wacoaso, York, Pe York Pet Nov 19 Ord 


a Quarryman Blackburn Pet 


G. Addlecombe Croydon Pet July 20 Ord’ 


sora ra ae. 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Madea ‘Aajad = ti Goa Marat 


London pts magpie tg Nov. 27. 
Cuancay, Loughborough Junction High 


Baker Birming- 
eon Worcester Pet 
- Pet. 

Provision Dealer 








By: Aurrep Tom, Wolverham: Licensed Victualler 
Wolverhampton Pet Nov7 | ov 7, 


Barwtox, Joux Hanwr, Laods, Surveyor Leeds Pot Sept | Buin A J, Bi so ‘Court Bet Nor 6 Ord. 
Pert Calera Nh Mon DM mepaiahergd gery Cotene Ta Cte 


TEMES Exeter Pet Nov 20 
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hogy = Fm en Dairyman 
Havas, Bowers, Br a Cane Game Dealer Bradford Pet 
mm Wittas J Hampstead rid High Court 

m11am Jon, 

Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 
Haanisoys, Wi1am, aw, Glass Dealer Burnley Pet 

Nov23 Ord Nov 

Haworrn, Pa ty he Tinplate Worker Burnley Pet 


Nov5 Ord Nov 22 
Hesseer, F D, Montpelicrsq High Court Pet Oct 23 
Ord Nov 23 


Farmer Hastings Pet Nov 
Mma Merchant 
Ippersox, Jony Kinsvey, Wnddensield, 4 ne Dealer 


Huddersfield Pet N 


ov2l Ord Nov 2 
Backs, Coal Merchant 


Masorn, Groncr, scarborough, Baker Scarborough Pet 
Nov 2% Ord Nov 

Masrzrroxy, Daviv a vs 
Tra’ Leeds a 21 owner’ 

a , Tipton, Saddler Dudley Pet Nov 22 Ord 


Nov 
Monear, FCox High Court Pet May23 Ord Nov 24 


Monuey, Sraagea. 8 8k Lodging house Keeper Bos- 
ton Pet Ni rd Nov 2 ‘i 
e' 


Newmay, » shell “Copthall, ‘bldgs High Court 
Sept 21 Ord Nov 14 
Noaruzy, Gzoncz, Laneast, Farmer Plymouth Pet Nov 
22 Ord Nov 22 
Oswatv, Eowarp Hearn, Eltham, Gent Greenwich Pet 
4 Ord Nov 23 
Henry. Bristol, Beer Retailer Bristol 
Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
ne eee Seem Peterborough Pet Nov 8 
ov 


Posxze, Natuawiet, and Naruasis. Givcxstrer, Alders- 
st, Furriers High Court Pet Nov 23 Ord 


Paxscorr, WitLiaAm c Regent's Park High Court Pet 
Noy7 Ord Nov 

. on Hayter, Wolverhampton, School- 

master Wi Pet Novy 23 Ord Nov 23 

Burton on Trent, Coal Dealer Burton 


Ropgrrs, Ricu 
a or Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 22 
Rossx, Dt i Merchant High 
Court Oct 31 Nov 22 
Hull, o 


» Gores Laixror, upon 
Merchant Pet Nov 23 


Nov 23 
Saunpzrs & Co, Goprazey 8, New London st, Merchants 
Court Pet 2 


Novs Ord Ni 
Sarrr, Tuomas Gzrorczx Eanzsr, , Licensed 
Victualler ‘High Court Pet Nov3. Ord Nov 92 
ee ys Louis =a idenelie y, Ale Bottler Carmar- 


wea rates » Contractor High Court Pet 


Tosrrr, Tuomas, Luton, Straw Hat Manufacturer Luton 
Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
Vv. » Wim Hewny, Tenterden, Farmer 
Nov 22 Ord Nov 
mpton, Pork Butcher Wol- 
Nov 22 
» Tobacconist High Court 


Commercial 


22 
Green, Jeweller Bir- 


Cuaruzs, A 
Pet Nov 2 Onl Nov a0 
emetann, Duiteer Fectoncnth Pet Nov 


The foxtlaned ste notices are substituted for those 
ma, Warren, Halifan, Gazette of Nov. 23 :— 
rans Whasa Waxes 


Plamber Halifax Pet Nov 


Fetter, Oily Progeieter Hali- 
. fax Pet Nor) Or Ord Nov me 
Nov 21 Ord Noy 21 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
C Wiiiiam, ae ~7 geal Dec 


Dest cs 19 Off 


AsRauAM, 
panes Sh, Poiaven ot, Ipewich 
me eee Dec 4 at 12 
Bovemas, ; 
TLuam exer. Theatrical 
ag ep ot 


sctel, Liendatnn 
x Hewex, Sutton in Chinah rolls Notion, 


Batley, Engineer Dee 4 at 10,30 Off 


—m Jouxeox, Colchester, Tailor Dec 6 ag 

fe, ‘* ~ Dzax, Kirby le Soken, Farmer Dec 6 at 

Cs, Stationer Dec 10 at 

Foost, Jamus eo 
Dec 5 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion’ bldgs, 

Faizect, Wiuuiam Hewpesovack, Swansea, _ ee 
fous Dec 4 at 12 Off Reo, 31, Alexandra rd, 
wansea 

Fu es = sous ipranee ™ nip ag Me Norfolk, Saddler Dec 

Gaviy, : ah, Mets = Py Brokers Dee 4 at 
2.30 Ban 

Quarryman Dec 6 at 11.45 

Grover, Georos, sen., Gt , Farmer Dec 5 at 1 
George Hotel, Aylesbury 

Harnis, Lewis, Bimiagham, Tailor Dec G6 at 12 23, 
Colmore 
Dec Gat 12 Off Ree, 

Spinner Dec 5at 3 County 


Houper, Foapence. Rasen A and ae. KO 
nal Stationers Dec4 at Bank- 


ldgs, 
mantun a 9 Jas ms Cary Dee 4 at 11.30 24, Railway 
Bot Ho.pcrort, vz, Hesien, Builder Dec6 at 11.15 
Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 
Ippensoy, van eane aoe ey Senoes Dodien Dec 
5at3 , 6, Queen st, H 
Lester, ‘wintsamy Wednesbury , Staffs, Grocer Dec 5 at 
11 
Retford, Grocer Dec 11 
in 
DecSat1 County 
Boot Dealer Dee6atii 23, 
row, 
Nayvor, Exvizaperu, Mirfield, Innkeeper Deedat3 Off 
Norrusy, Groner, Dec 7 at 10.30 10, 
Athenzeum ter, 
; +b na wee tites 


Paserexey, Revpex, 
3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge «t, 
S Seetee Dec 5 at 2.30 


Fouttows, SAmvugt, 
11.30 Of 


Garrita, Tuomas, 


Hr torte Roy 
acins, Cuan.es, Sway, 
mT ; 
IXDLE, ILLIAM, 
Court house, Blackburn 


Mana, Groros yes 
ati2 O , 31, Silver st, 
McKiz, W11114m, Blackburn, 


Nappsr, Eurzy, 
Colmore 


Rice, Samvet, 
y 
Routes, — > Wits, Bar lle 
Dec4ati Off Rec, St Peter’s 


Church ek Nottinn 
ham 
Srurtt, Ectes Mary. Milliner Dec 7 at 11 
Colmore 


23, 
wrk Naraayx So Builder Dee 10 


itidld, Railvay Guard” Deo 4 at 11.90 
Batley 


Uspennite, Josern, Farpenicx. Lampert, and Wir114M 
Unprruitt, Winson Green, Dee5 at 11 23, 
Colmore row, Birmingham 

Urnqunart, Fraxcts Nicon, Seacombe, Insurance 
— Dec 5 at 3.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 

Watxopey, Joux pore) Poulton le Fylde, Innkeeper Dec 


14at2.30 Off Ree, 14, st, Preston 
Waxes, Emity South Ealing, 


Off Rec, 95, Temple Templ 

Wartox, Rosert, Newcastle on ny Rowe on Ty 
bat 11.30, Off Reo, Pink le 

Wingencce, Cuaries Duxcay, 


at 12.30 Off Rec, a, Svar an 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Auwos, Anruur Cuaries, Loughborough Junction High 
Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 
Merchant 


Plymouth, Diamond 
Ord Nov 22 
vuiee Manchester, Plumber Man- 
‘ovl Ord Noy 24 
Bovrss, Ry agente Worcester Pet 
Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 
Provision Dealer 


Terry, a... 
Off Rec, Bank 





Biscnorsw ber sag i ID, 


Buarkiz, Gore 
chester Pet 


Carrer, Joux Bayisy, 
Gloucester Pet Nov 24 


ee K, 
‘ov 
Euypis, @ , Camden Town, Hatter High Court 
Nov 20 Ord Nov 21 ” 
Exouisn, Hernert Jouxsox, » Tailor’ Colches- 
A oa Nov 22. Stationer . Wel 
LOW ver- 
ton Pet Sov Ord Nov 22 
Frew t 
Goohenee [ “Pet Nov 23 Nov 23 
G , Gronar, Mason’s avenue, Restaurant 
Court Pet Sept 5 Ord Nov 22 — oe 
ee ee ete Bradford Pet 
Maen 7c cee ee oe Brighton’ Pet Nov 16 
a ~ , Lave, Birmingham, ‘Tailor Birmingham Pet 
lov 21 
Ha , Wi , Burnley, Glass Dealer Burnley Pet 
aa Ord Nov 23 
= = x Wr and CusnLEs ee 
TLSORN, lane, High Court 
Pet Nov165 -Ord Nov 21 
Hicoms, Cnazizs, Sway,Farmer Southampton Pet Nov 
2 Ord Nov 22 
ocenrs, See aap Sheet, ae Rochester Pet 
Hourourssox, ‘orcester, Timtber Merchant Wor- 
gester. Pet Nov Ord Nov 33 * 


i etiesal Ree one oo 








Joux, Canistorusr, Water Eaton, = Merchant North</ > 
ampton Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov j 

Kewweacy, Joux Pace, Cannon st, *Suilder High Court | 
Pet 24 Ord Novi j 


Lanpvs, CHARLES Sonuee, Cenvist Ryde Pet Novi19 Ord 


Nov 19 
Lock, Aurrzp, ps ie Portamouth Pet Nov’ 
21 Ord Nov 21 F 


-_~' hasan "Pet Oo 18 Ord Now Clerk in Holy Orders 


Oct A Ly Ord Nov 24 
——- Gos Baker Scarborough Pet 
ten 24 


tnd pend Satuonp, Guiseley, 
Traveller Leeds Pet Novi Ord Nov 21 


v 

‘as Tete: ee Pet Nov2i Ord © 
‘ov 

Mor.ey, Susaxn a house Keeper 
Boston Pet Nov at “Ord i 

—~) . ~. ae Birmingham 


“itera 


Norruey, Gores, Laneast, 
22 Ord Nov 


and Cuagies Bertier a Birming- 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Nov 


Roserrs, Rrowarp, Burton on a 
on Trent Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 22 


Sanpensox, Gsonae Linton, Kingston w Hull, Coal 
Merchant Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 23 Ord 
aware Chocnen, Sees iT ae 3 Sth Audley st, Gent 
Suanty, Henry, "5 Tin Box Manufacturer 
High Court’ Pet Ow 0 Ord Nov 2 
praveneen, Lae 2 ‘OuN, ined, rie Bottler Carmar- 
Sruriy, Even ao Milliner Birmifig- 
ham Pet Nov is ‘Ord Nov 20 
wonery, ae w Hat Manufacturer Luton 
UnpEeHILL, Jossru, a Lamopgrt, and Wititam 
UnNpDmeuiLy, Builders Birmingham Pet 
Novi4 Ord Nov 
Vanuivscnoorex, Wi41iam Hewny, Tenterden, Farmer 
w Sage Mowsn Section ic Fylde, Tnsheeperil 
‘ALKDEN, JouN n 
m PetNovl4 Ord Nov 23 — 
‘Warxiss, ee Pork Butcher Wolver- 
7 hampton Nov 20 Nov 23 S - = 
HEELER, Southsea, house Keeper Ports-% 
wie oe: tn may Woodhall Spa, Newsagent 
jue ARLES » Ne 
* Pet Nov 22 Ord : ie ‘ 
nusaee, Te Hexey, Birmingham, ro! irminge 
ham Pet Septi7 Ord Nov 
Wotrr, ey Fenchurch st, » vine Merchant High” 
a ee Ord Nov 22 


SALES oF ENSUING WEEK. 


—Messrs. Eowin Fox & Bovsrre.p, at the Mart, 
Eo. at 2 o'clock, Warehouse Sites (see 


Dec. 6.—Messrs. Cuartes & Beaks, ot the Mart, E.C., at 
2 o'clock, Freehold Gruond-rents (see advertisements, 
Nov. 24; 5 ee 
eR & Ceanxriz.p, { Reveraoas, d 

E.., at 2 o'clock, ag ne gg 

yosed inlet in 


nis 








Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, © 

6s. ; by Post, 28s. Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL, © 
26s. Od. ; by Post, 28s. Od. Volwmes bound 
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